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REVIEW OF THE MONTH 





Finance Capital Promotes Reactionary Coalition for Next Congress. Real 
Meaning of Election Results. Do the People Want to Move to the Right? 
Masses Are Groping for a United Democratic Front. Party Realignment 
Lags Behind Social Realignment. Here Is the Key to Contradictory Elec- 
tion Results. Practical Concert of Action Is Need of Hour. Increased 
Importance of Progressive Elements in Republican Party. Third Party 
Is Today Not a Central Question. Beware of Proposals That Tend to 
Divide Progressive Forces. Communist Political Line and Party Build- 
ing. The Amter Vote. Tasks of Progressives in Next Congress. 
Hitler’s Pogroms and Anti-Semitism. Communist International Out- 
lines Tasks and Policy. Leninism in Action. A Book on the History 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. Fifteenth Anniversary 
of the Workers School. 


: MBOLDENED by the advances of the 
Republican Party in the elec- 
tions, many spokesmen of finance 
capital are now pressing for a reac- 
tionary bi-partisan Congressional co- 
alition. Among the advocates of such 
a coalition are found the Landon 
“school” in the Republican Party, the 
Herald Tribune—champion of the 
“liberal” face tactic and also the “in- 
dependent” Democratic organ—The 
New York Times. All of which is very 
significant. 

Speculation in these circles pictures 
the outlook in the new Congress some- 
what like this: since the Republican 
Party will hold about 170 seats in the 
House out of a total of 435, it would 
be sufficient for only 48 anti-New Deal 
Democrats to join with the Republi- 
cans to give the reactionary coalition 
a majority. Standing on this basis, the 
speculators at once discover a very 
pleasing perspective made up of two 
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alternatives. Either the President, and 
all progressive forces, will have to ca- 
pitulate to the reactionaries, or else 
assume responsibility for two years of 
governmental deadlock. In either 
event, so the speculators figure, the 
progressive forces can make no fur- 
ther legislative advances, while reac- 
tion will capitalize further on the rest- 
lessness of the people which such a 
situation must inevitably produce. 

To which our immediate answer is: 
it is too simple, all too simple. There 
are as a matter of plain fact many 
more alternatives. And to see all of 
them in proper relationship, it is 
necessary to understand correctly the 
full meaning of the election results. 
What exactly did these results express 
as far as the mass of the people is 
concerned? 

If you believe George Gallup, Di- 
rector of the American Institute of 
Public Opinion, “the trend of Ameri- 
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can political sentiment today is un- 
mistakably toward the Right.” This 
flat statement is immediately invali- 
dated or, at least, contradicted by the 
undeniable fact that the elections were 
not fought out everywhere and clearly 
on the issue of progress versus 
reaction or even liberalism versus 
conservatism, except in a few spots. 
In instance after instance the mass of 
the voters—the people—were called 
upon to make choices under condi- 
tions of utmost complexity and con- 
fusion which prevailed in the sphere 
of issues and political alignment. 
Where the Democratic Party candi- 
date was unmistakably progressive 
and New Deal, he had to contend 
with the malodorous record of cor- 
ruption and reaction of the local 
Democratic Party machine which the 
Republicans exploited to the utmost. 
Elsewhere the progressivism of the 
Democratic Party candidate himself 
was very dubious, differentiating him 
little (if any) from his Republican 
opponent, thus giving overbalancing 
weight to local and extraneous issues. 
Can it be maintained that, in the face 
of all this, the bulk of those who voted 
Republican have thereby signified 
their opposition to progress and a de- 
sire to turn to the Right? Ridiculous. 

Ridiculous, ever more so, in the face 
of what Gallup himself has to say on 
the attitude of the mass of the people 
on specific issues. We will quote at 
length on this because it is so impor- 
tant. Says Gallup: 


“Studies of public opinion have provided 
a measurement of the limits and the nature 
of the conservatism which has been mani- 
fested and a means of describing just what 
that conservatism will be. They indicate 
quite clearly, for example, that while the 
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public may be moving to the Right, it will 
never go back to the political philosophy of 
the nineteen twenties.” (Our emphasis— 
A. B.) 


In other words, the people do not 
want to go back to Hoover and the 
things he stands for. This, by the way, 
is a point which these columns have 
been making insistently in the past 
months. And doesn’t this point in it- 
self, when we realize its full meaning, 
seriously undermine the theory that, 
in these elections, the people have in- 
dicated a desire to move to the Right? 
What do you mean “to move to the 
Right”? This means not only moving 
away from progress and liberalism but 
moving toward something else. Mov- 
ing towards reaction, moving back- 
wards to Hoover, which is today pos- 
sible only as a fascistic edition of 
Hoover, But Gallup himself says that 
the mass of the people do not want 
to move that way. Then, what is there 
left of the theory that the people want 
to turn to the Right? Mostly wishful 
thinking. 

But we will let Gallup speak some 
more: 


“A dozen or more surveys in the past two 
years have shown, for example, that even 
conservatives in the electorate have accepted 
many New Deal reforms. They are heartily 
in favor of the Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission, they have accepted the principle of 
federal unemployment relief, they approve of 
the type of work done by the Civilian Con- 
servation Corps, they endorse the reciprocal 
trade treaty programs of Secretary Hull, and 
they favor the Social Security Act by an over- 
whelming majority.” 


Take this for the moment as Gallup 
serves it; does it indicate a desire by 
the people to turn to the Right? Of 
course not, if by the people are meant 




















the workers, farmers and the bulk of 
the middle classes. 

That this is so can be seen from 
many additional and revealing facts. 
Gallup says (in the quotation above) 
that the overwhelming majority of the 
people have accepted the Social Secur- 
ity Act.. But this is an awfully mis- 
leading understatement. Of course, 
the people have accepted it, and 
Providence pity those who may be 
tempted to try to destroy it. But the 
people want more than that act offers 
them. They want a broader, more ade- 
quate act. They want security. 

Proof? One finds it on all sides in 
the various pension and similar move- 
ments, even though some of their 
concrete measures are open to crit- 
icism from a progressive point of 
view. 

What, for example, is the meaning 
of the fact that at least 28 of the Re- 
publicans elected to the House are 
pledged to the Townsend plan and 
that 19 more have demonstrated their 
sympathy for the plan? Townsend 
has endorsed all of these 47 Repub- 
licans to the House as well as six of 
the elected Republicans to the Senate. 
Many of these will undoubtedly try 
to break their pledges and betray the 
Townsend movement. But as far as 
the people are concerned, they have 
just as undoubtedly signified their de- 
sire for more soctal security, not less, 
by voting for these Republicans. And 
this is another point made repeatedly 
in these columns. Does this point, 
proven by the results of the elections, 
indicate that the mass of the people 
wish to turn to the Right? Obviously 
not. 

Or take the Gallup findings on the 
more controversial issue of the Wag- 
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ner Labor Act. The latest poll on the 
question “Do you think the Wagner 
Labor Act should be revised, repealed 
or left unchanged,” made public on 
November 13, gives the following 
results: 52 per cent favor revision, 18 
per cent favor repeal and go per cent 
favor leaving it unchanged. On the 
face of these findings, 82 per cent op- 
pose repealing the act and only 18 
per cent are in favor of repeal. This 
is very important because it again 
demonstrates that the overwhelming 
majority of the people are definitely 
backing the Wagner Labor Act. Even 
among the Republican voters, Gallup 
finds that 70 per cent oppose the re- 
peal of the act. 

It will be argued, of course, that 
revision of the act is favored by 52 
per cent of the poll and, encouraged 
by that, the reactionaries will seek to 
emasculate it. But that will not be 
so easy. For the moment it will be- 
come evident to the wide masses, as 
it inevitably must, that “revision” in 
the hands of the reactionaries is but 
a nice-looking cover for their real aim, 
which is repeal and destruction of the 
act, from that moment on the camp 
of “revisionists” will begin melting 
away very rapidly. 

And here is something else that 
proves our point. The “Proposition 
Number One,” an initiative referen- 
dum submitted to the people of Cali- 
fornia in the November elections, was 
in essence an attempt to revise on a 
state scale the Wagner Labor Act. 
The Associated Farmers, a semi-fas- 
cist outfit of big business, which spon- 
sored the measure, sought to win for 
it the farmers and middle classes. But 
what happened? The working farm. 
ers of the state, the real farmers, said 
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no on this proposition, following the 
advice of the California State Grange. 
Labor was united against it. The pro- 
gressive candidates in the elections 
equally took a determined stand of 
opposition. Result: the measure was 
defeated. 

It would seem therefore that, as far 
as the attitude of the people is con- 
cerned, the electoral victories of the 
Republicans can by no means be in- 
terpreted as a desire of the masses to 
turn to the Right. The overwhelming 
majority continues to believe in the 
objectives of the New Deal, deter- 
mined to maintain and extend the 
achievements gained under the Roose- 
velt administration. To understand 
how, in the face of this fact, the Re- 
publicans were able nevertheless to 
make the advances they did, one must 
turn to other angles of the situation. 


According to Gallup, “unofficial 
estimates of last Tuesday's voting in- 
dicate a total Democratic Congres- 
sional vote of approximately 53 per 
cent. This compares with 59 per cent 
in 1936.” A shift of six points. It is 
important to find out from what 
classes and groups this shift came. 

It is certain that large numbers of 
the upper circles of the bourgeoisie, 
which still voted Democratic in the 
Congressional elections of 1936, voted 
Republican this year. These were un- 
doubtedly the thousands of Democrats 
who, in the words of Landon, “joined 
in the protest against the Roosevelt 
policies which were wrecking their 
party and their country.” ‘The loss of 
these Democratic votes, if a loss it 
can be called, is part of the natura! 
and desirable process of class realign- 
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ment which is gradually and with 
various detours bringing the major- 
ity of the people on one side as against 
the reactionary circles of big business 
on the other. The trouble is that the 
political and party realignment is still 
lagging so far behind the realignment 
in class forces. And, as we shall see 
later, this is the key to an understand- 
ing of the results of the elections. 

Really important are the shifts 
which occurred among certain groups 
of farmers and city middle classes. 
It is generally agreed that large groups 
of farmers have voted Republican in 
protest against low farm prices. Not 
against the progressive New Deal farm 
legislation but against its tnade- 
quacies. 

Writing to The New York Times 
from Kansas City, John M. Collins 
says: “It was more a revolt against low 
prices than against a national farm 
policy with its subsidies.” (November 
13.) It is also safe to assume that the 
economic difficulties of the city middle 
classes have moved certain sections of 
them to cast a similar protest vote. 

The offensive of finance capital 
upon the people in the present crisis, 
insufficiently combatted by the pro- 
gressive forces, is producing certain 
strains in the relationships between 
the workers, farmers and city middle 
classes. What is the offensive of fi- 
nance capital doing? It is throwing 
the burden of the crisis upon the peo- 
ple. The result is what we have: un- 
employment for the workers, low 
prices and decreasing income for the 
farmers, and undermined economic 
existence for the middle classes. There 
is no doubt (and the masses know it) 
that under the Roosevelt administra- 
tion the people have managed to pro- 
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tect themselves from the onslaughts of 
finance capital better than at any 
other t:me. But the crisis is here and 
so is :he offensive of big business. 
Therefore, something was bound to 
happen. In the absence of a consoli- 
dated common front of the progressive 
forces of ali farties, fighting unitedly 
for an adequ ace program to make the 
monopolies pay foi tie crisis and to 
curb their power—in the absence of 
such a common democratic front 
which alone can unite our people 
against reaction—certain other things 
inevitably result. Reaction steps in 
and begins to insert wedges between 
the workers, farmers and middle 
classes. Assuming in many places a 
liberal face, the self-same reaction suc- 
cessfully exploits the desire of the peo- 
ple for more progressive legislation 
for the purpose of defeating progres- 
sive candidates. And this is, in part, 
what happened in the elections on 
November 8. 

Organized labor succeeded on the 
whole in maintaining a gratifying de- 
gree of united action despite the 
machinations of the reactionaries. It 
can also be said that the bulk of labor 
supported progressive candidates in 
the elections. But labor by itself can- 
not do the whole job, in the face of 
the still existing divisions in the trade 
union movement and the even greater 
lack of unity and cooperation among 
the other progressive forces and be- 
tween these and labor. 

“Assuredly,” said John L. Lewis, 
“labor of itself cannot sustain the 
prestige of the Democratic organiza- 
tion in any state, where the conduct 
of that organization and its officers is 
not such as to warrant the confidence 
of the electors.” Lewis was referring 
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here to New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio and certain areas in other states. 
Developing his position further, 
Lewis said: 


“Unquestionably the great majority of the 
people of this country are overwhelmingly 
behind President Roosevelt and his general 
policy. Unquestionably the American people 
have no reason to return to the Republican 
Party which for years past has done nothing 
but betray the interests of the common 
people.” 


This is absolutely true. And its 
meaning in terms of class relationships 
is that the workers, farmers and mid- 
dle classes are in the process of crys- 
tallizing a progressive and democratic 
coalition against the reactionary offen- 
sive of finance capital. It is this 
mighty process, down below, which is 
moving the political and party realign- 
ment in the country. But—and this is 
the main point to consider now—the 
realignment of parties and party af- 
filiations has not kept pace with the 
realignment of the mass of the people 
on political issues and social objec- 
tives. There are still many powerful 
reactionaries in the Democratic Party, 
enemies of the New Deal who are of 
the same political coloration as the 
reactionary core of the Republican 
Party. On the other hand, there is a 
constantly increasing number of pro- 
gressively-minded people in the Re- 
publican Party, people of substantial- 
ly the same political coloration as the 
progressive forces in the Democratic 
Party. 

One of the outstanding features in 
the election results is the demonstra- 
tion of the fact that the number of 
progressive-minded people in the Re- 
publican Party is increasing. This 
trend has been evident for some time. 
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It showed itself convincingly in the 
primary elections during the summer 
months. Reactionary finance capital 
made use of it to give more effective- 
ness to the “liberal face” tactic which 
sought to cover up the reactionary 
core of the Republican Party. But the 
progressive elements in both major 
parties—Democratic and Republican 
—made some but very little use of this 
fact to create a common front of all 
progressive forces against reaction. 
Therefore, because such a common 
consolidated democratic front was not 
in existence in the elections, substan- 
tial sections of the people, mainly 
among the farmers and middle classes, 
simply couldn’t find that effective po- 
litical instrument to express adequate- 
ly their protests, desires and demands. 

Lack of collaboration between the 
progressive forces in both major par- 
ties is one angle of the question. An- 
other one, and perhaps more impor- 
tant, is the insufficient collaboration 
of these progressive forces in the ma- 
jor parties with the independent or- 
ganizations of the masses themselves, 
especially with labor. The process of 
this collaboration has been sadly lag- 
ging, although significant achieve- 
ments have been made in this sphere 
in some parts of the country and uni- 
versally with successful results in the 
elections. 

The Tenth National Convention 
of the Communist Party (June, 1938) 
analyzed the situation and trends in 
the country as follows: 


“Against the reactionary and fascist offen- 
sive, the forces of democracy are organizing 
themselves and more and more gathering 
into a common front. Especially important 
from this viewpoint is the deepening strug- 
gle of the progressives against the reaction- 
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aries in the Democratic Party and the grow- 
ing differentiation in the Republican Party 
whose progressive sections are moving in the 
direction of a common democratic front. 
These forces are drawn into closer collabora- 
tion with the growing independent organiza- 
tions and political activities of the workers, 
farmers, middle classes and Negroes, such as 
Labor’s Non-Partisan League, the American 
Labor Party, the Farmer-Labor Party, the 
Progressive Party of Wisconsin, the Washing- 
ton Commonwealth Federation, the National 
Negro Congress, etc.”* 


The conclusion drawn was that “it 
is necessary to unify and consolidate 
all labor and progressive forces into 
one single democratic front.” 

Much undoubtedly has _ been 
achieved along these lines. And the 
Communist Party, working for the 
realization of this aim, has been col- 
laborating with all who were really 
for it to bring about the desired re- 
sults. Yet, the fact nevertheless re- 
mains that the “single democratic 
front” has not been in existence dur- 
ing the elections except in some 
places. The process of party and po- 
litical realignment leading to the com- 
mon democratic front was moving for- 
ward. Of this there can be no doubt. 
But it was lagging behind the faster 
process of class and social realign- 
ments. This is the key to an under- 
standing of the election results. This 
is also the key to the solution of the 
chief problem facing the camp of de- 
mocracy in this country today. It is 
the organization of the single demo- 
cratic front. We wish to emphasize 
the idea of “organization.” The forces 
are here; the social line-up is also 
here; the need is urgent and imme- 
diate; the job is to organize. 


* Resolutions of the Tenth Convention of 
the Communist Party, U.S.A., p. 5. Workers 
Library Publishers, New York. 
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OHN L. LEwIs, it seems to us, has 
put the essentials of the matter 
clearly and correctly. He said: 


“I think, on the whole, the general election 
indicates substantially the need for greater 
cooperation and a more practical concert of 
action of the liberal forces in our country. 
I think the liberal elements in the Demo- 
cratic Party, labor and the progressives, have 
been given an incentive to cooperate.” 


Important here is, of course, the 
general idea of greater cooperation 
between the progressive forces in the 
Democratic Party, the increased num- 
ber of progressive elements in the 
Republican Party, and the decisive in- 
dependent organizations of labor, the 
farmers, and the middle classes. But 
the stress, as we see it, is on “a more 
practical concert of action” of all these 
forces. Not to take it anymore for 
granted that simply because all these 
forces belong together in a political 
way, and just because they are facing 
the same enemy (the offensive of fi- 
nance capital) and are moving in the 
same direction, they will necessarily 
and automatically be pulling to- 
gether at any given moment. Not at 
all. They have not done so every- 
where in these elections. And that’s 
why the results are not so favorable 
as they could have been. Therefore 
the need of a more practical concert 
of action, an organized one, one that 
will stand out unmistakably before 
the people as the symbol and instru- 
ment of their united action. A single 
democratic front. 

Finance capital naturally fears such 
a common front and does all in its 
power to prevent its coming into be- 
ing. Big business still clings to its 
idea of the “traditional” two-party 
system, both parties controlled by fi- 
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as ins and outs. But this system is un- 
dergoing far-reaching changes due di- 
rectly to the New Deal strength in 
the Democratic Party and the growth 
of progressive elements in the Repub- 
lican Party. So, while seeking desper- 
ately to re-establish its control in the 
Democratic Party and to strengthen 
its domination in the Republican 
Party, and in order to achieve these 
aims, finance capital feels compelled 
to resort to additional measures. It 
promotes coalitions, informal but ef- 
fective none the less, of the reaction- 
aries of both major parties against the 
people. It promotes such coalitions 
yet insists upon the “sanctity” of old 
party labels and the rigidity of old 
major party divisions. 

This is obviously a complicated 
game but its purpose is relatively 
plain. It is to obstruct the organiza- 
tion of a single democratic front by 
keeping the progressive forces in the 
two major parties disunited while en- 
couraging and promoting united ac- 
tion of the reactionaries in these two 
parties. For example: the same New 
York Times which, through its news 
columns, presses for a reactionary co- 
alition of Democrats and Republicans 
in the coming Congress, which means 
calling upon Democrats to split their 
party delegation in Congress and join 
with the opponent party, this same 
paper editorially advises the Repub- 
licans in Congress to stick together 
and maintain party unity. Says the 
Times: 

“If the Republican opposition is to impress 
the country, there must be intelligent unity 


in it.” (November 13, 1938. Our emphasis— 
A. B.) 


Another little trick of the same 
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game is this: The New York Times, 
known as an independent Democratic 
organ, supported Governor Lehman 
for reelection in New York but op- 
posed the Democratic Party's candi- 
dates for the Senatc—Wagner and 
Mead. In other words, the Times 
split the unity of its own party, join- 
ing the reactionarics in the Repub- 
lican Party, but to the Republicans 
it offers the advice of “intelligent 
unity.” And what does this “intelli- 
gent” unity mean? It can mean only 
one thing. It is an effort to prevent 
progressive Republicans in the House 
and there are such), and progressive- 
minded Republicans (of these, there 
are more), as well as such Republicans 
as may feel reluctant to violate their 
progressive pledges to the voters—to 
prevent all these Republicans in the 
new Congress from joining with the 
progressive Democrats to protect the 
interests of the people against the of- 
fensive of reaction. It is to prevent 
the organization of a single demo- 
cratic front in Congress and outside. 

Yet this democratic front is precisely 
the thing the people need. They need 
it now especially to win the progres- 
sive-minded elements in the Repub- 
lican Party to united action with the 
New Deal and all other progressive 
forces. The increased Republican 
strength, and the growing number of 
progressive elements in the Repub- 
lican Party, make the common demo- 
cratic front both more possible and 
more necessary. 

It is evident that progressive forces 
everywhere are today giving a good 
deal of thought to this problem. »’resi- 
dent Roosevelt himself has, during the 
primaries, given expression to the 
need of a political realignment along 
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liberal lines as against reaction, open- 
ing up a line of struggle against the 
reactionaries in his own party. Follow. 
ing the elections, Mayor LaGuardia 
together with Governor Murphy and 
others have canvassed, as reported in 
the press, the outlook and possibilities 
for united progressive action. John L. 
Lewis, as quoted in the foregoing, 
voiced the opinion of labor on some 
of these problems. Clearly, the real- 
ization exists that there must be or- 
ganized a practical concert of action 
of labor, the New Deal forces, the pro- 
gressive elements in the Republican 
Party and all the independeni organi- 
zations of the farmers and middle 
classes. 

Naturally, as this question is be- 
ginning to be tackled in a practical 
way, differences on specific angles of 
it will become manifest. This is in- 
evitable at the moment and not of it- 
self dangerous. Provided, however, 
that the question of “a third party” is 
not placed in the center of things. The 
first reason for this is that the “third 
party” question is today not a central 
question. It may become so in the 
future, and nobody can say now in 
what form it will appear, if it does. 
The second reason is that, artificially 
making the “third party” question the 
central one, immediately tends to 
divide the progressive forces of variovs 
parties instead of uniting them. .\nd 
the third reason is the evident fact 
that the real central task is the or 
ganization of “a practical concert of 
action” of all progressive forces in all 
parties and independent people's 
movements (Lewis). And this is the 
task that has to be tackled at once. 

This is not to say that the organiza- 
tion of this practical concert of action 
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—the single democratic front—will not 
bring forth some difficult problems 
upon which there may not be initial 
differences of opinion. Most assuredly 
such problems and differences already 
exist. But these will be hammered out 
and solved if the central task is cor- 
rectly formulated: the task of organ- 
izing the practical concert of action 
of labor, the farmers, the middle 
classes by bringing together their in- 
dependent organizations with the 
forces of the New Deal and the pro- 
gressive elements in the Republican 
Party. From this standpoint, the ad- 
vances of the American Labor Party 
in New York are most encouraging. 

A united labor movement, made 
nearer by the convention of the C.1.O. 
and, as a consequence, a greater labor 
initiative in bringing about the or- 
ganization of the single democratic 
front—these are the urgent needs of 
the moment. 

Encouraged by the proven correct- 
ness of the main line of the Party 
and by the significant contributions 
made by it to the cause of the demo- 
cratic forces in the elections, Com- 
munists will proceed more energetic- 
ally with the struggle for the unity 
of the working class and the common 
democratic front. More Party mem- 
bers will engage in active political 
work. Party branches and units—the 
base of our Party—will more effective- 
ly develop their daily work as centers 
of leadership for the masses in their 
respective jurisdictions. Recruiting 
and press circulation will be promoted 
more systematically. Remembering 
the fine Amter vote in New York 
and the estimated 120,000 votes for 
Anita Whitney in California, which 
demonstrate the growing apprecia- 
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tion of the masses for the important 
work of our Party and its van- 
guard role, Communists will more 
confidently press the building of the 
Party in all its phases. They will also 
not overlook the opportunity of estab- 
lishing better relationships with all 
those honest Socialists whose eyes have 
been opened by the Norman Thomas 
debacle in New York to the semi- 
Trotskyism and vicious sectarianism 
of present Socialist Party policies. 

All of this—in order to help realize 
more fully “labor's initiative in gath- 
ering the farmers, the middle classes 
and all progressives into the general 
democratic front.” Resolution, (Tenth 
Convention of the Communist Party.) 


REPARATIONS for the opening of the 
iw Congress in January are in 
order. Present indications are that the 
reactionary coalition will seek to initi- 
ate its legislative offensive with attacks 
on the relief measures of the New 
Deal and the W.P.A., with proposals 
to revise (read: destroy) the Wagner 
Labor Act, and with a string of fas- 
cistic measures now being cooked in 
the kitchen of Representative Dies. 

It is almost certain that the reac- 
tionaries will, at the beginning, shy 
away from touching the agrarian sit- 
uation. Nor will they dare to precipi- 
tate action on the Social Security Act. 
These are “hot potatoes” for the reac- 
tionaries. 

This alone would seem to indicate 
that the progressive forces must seek 
to make social security the main and 
general order of business of the new 
Congress from the very outset: The 
broadening of the Social Security Act 
and the hastening of its application. 


1068 


Adequate agrarian measures to meet 
the needs of the farmers. Adequate 
measures for relief to meet the needs 
of the unemployed. A national peo- 
ple’s health program. It is absolutely 
essential that all of these divisions of 
providing more security for the people 
be closely integrated as main parts of 
a general program of social security 
with a corresponding budget and 
taxation policy, based upon ability to 
pay, to meet adequately the needs of 
the masses. 

Under no circumstances must the 
reactionary forces be allowed to single 
out just one phase of the program, say 
unemployment relief, in the hope of 
breaking up the solidarity of the peo- 
ple behind social security as a whole. 

Besides, the economic and interna- 
tional outlook is such as to make it 
imperative upon the next Congress 


to deal at once with the basic prob- 
lems of recovery and security in the 
broadest aspects as well as with the 
problems of world security against 
the extending aggressions of the fas- 
cist war-makers. We speak here of the 


economic crisis and of the conse- 
quences of the Munich conspitacy as 
it affects this country. 

On the economic outlook, the No- 
vember bulletin of the Federal Re- 
serve has this illuminating observa- 
tion to make: 


“The most recent increases in output have 
brought production in some industries up to 
the level of current consumption, and a 
further rise will depend to a considerable 
extent on how far the effects of recovery to 
date prove cumulative and particularly when 
and to what extent the improvement in busi- 
ness leads to larger expenditures for durable 
goods by the public utilities, the railroads, 
and industry at large.” (Our emphasis—A. B.) 


In plainer words, this means that, 
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unless the sit-down strike of big capi- 
tal is broken, the present recovery 
movement will have to come to a 
stop. Therefore now is the time to 
begin doing something about it, be- 
fore the stop actually comes, espe- 
cially as capitalist economy generally 
is facing a new world economic crisis. 
We have indicated many times what 
has to be done, within the limitations 
of capitalism, to break the sabotage of 
big business and to promote recovery. 
It is to limit the power of big business 
in the economy and government of 
the country. The overwhelming ma- 
jority of the people desire such a 
course. The progressive forces in the 
new Congress are therefore duty 
bound to initiate measures to that ef. 
fect (utilizing for the purpose the 
anti-monopoly investigation) in order 
to be able to solve more effectively 
the practical problems of social secur- 
ity. The nationalization of the rail- 
roads, the banks and the munitions 
industries are clearly indicated as vital 
measures for the promotion of recov- 
ery and extension and consolidation 
of social security. 

With this is inextricably bound up 
the task of meeting the menacing con- 
sequences of the Munich conspiracy. 
This calls for immediate action to 
scotch the projects of Chamberlain 
and his friends to impose Munich set- 
tlements upon Spain and China. Lift- 
ing the embargo from Republican 
Spain, helping to feed the Spanish 
people, embargoing the aggressors and 
rendering all possible aid to the Chi- 
nese people, at the same time develop- 
ing more consistently the Good-Neigh- 
bor policy in Latin America—these are 
parts of a program of resisting the fas- 
cist aggressors and of encouraging the 
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peoples of other countries to join in 
this common task. Above all, the de- 
velopment and consolidation of the 
friendship between the peoples and 
governments of the United States and 
the Soviet Union is the major part of 
any program of national security. 

Social security and national secur. 
ity, bound together in one general 
program, and fought for by a united 
democratic front in Congress and in 
the country at large, will create an 
unbreakable unity of the people, ad- 
vancing effectively the cause of jobs, 
security, democracy and peace against 
the offensive of reaction, fascism and 
war. 

* 7. . 

ERMAN fascism has demonstrated 
(>; once more the value of Chamber- 
lain’s “appeasement.” This time it 
was the Jewish people in Germany 
who paid the price. The world will 
not soon forget—cannot forget—this 
fresh manifestation of fascist barbar- 
ism and degeneracy. It is another con- 
sequence of the Munich betrayal. 

Jew-baiting and anti-Semitism al- 
ways were the last (or first) refuge of 
the reactionary scoundrel. Fascism is 
refining it to a cruel art which out- 
does everything known of the Dark 
Ages. When, therefore, Jew-baiting 
raises its ugly head anywhere, it is a 
danger signal, a signal that fascism is 
making a way for itself. The Ameri- 
can people must take that lesson close 
to heart. 

Anti-Semitism is directed against 
the Jewish people, but not only 
against them, as everybody knows. 
Anti-Semitism today is the harbinger 
of fascism. This must not be forgot- 
ten. And in the United States, the 
scourge of Jew-baiting carries a special 
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danger. It undermines the national 
structure of the country. By inciting 
race against race, creed against creed, 
one national group against another, 
anti-Semitism seeks to destroy the 
American nation. And this is what 
fascism is aiming at. It is clear, there- 
fore, that the struggle against anti- 
Semitism, in all its manifestations, is 
an inseparable part of the central 
struggle against reaction and fascism. 





. * * 


S THE consequences of the Munich 
betrayal unfold themselves, it is 
becoming evident to ever broader 
circles of the people that we are deal. 
ing here with a wide imperialist con- 
spiracy. What is perhaps not yet so 
fully clear to many is that this con- 
spiracy resulted from and is resting 
upon a counter-revolutionary alliance 
concluded by the imperialist cliques 
of Britain and France with German 
and Italian fascism. This is how the 
Executive Committee of the Commu- 
nist International states the matter in 
its manifesto on the twenty-first anni- 
versary of the socialist revolution: 


“In their mortal hatred of socialism, of the 
international working class, of every demo- 
cratic movement, the imperialist cliques of 
Britain and France concluded a counter-revo- 
lutionary alliance with German and Italian 
fascism.”* 


This is a development of the capit- 
ulation and “appeasement” policies of 
the Chamberlains in every capitalist 
country. It is the orientation of the 
pro-fascist circles of the bourgeoisie 
everywhere. From this fact, Comrade 
Dimitroff draws the conclusion: 


“The most important lesson of the recent 





* See p. 1074 of this issue.—The Editors. 
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events is precisely that unless the reactionary 
imperialist cliques and capitulators in one’s 
own country are curbed, it is imposible to 
curb the fascist brigands, it is impossible to 
conduct a successful struggle in defense of 
the freedom and independence of the peoples 
and to defend world peace.” * 


To gain a clear understanding of 
the present role of the pro-fascist cir- 
cles of the bourgeoisie, and how to 
combat them, is of the utmost theo- 
retical and practical importance. 
Marxism-Leninism will guide us to- 
ward that end. 

From the book which recently ap- 
peared in the Soviet Union (of which 
six million copies have been sold)— 
A Short Course in the History of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union**—we can gain the guidance 
we need. For this book was prepared 
under the direct and closest coopera- 
tion of our greatest teacher, Stalin. 
This work presents Leninism in ac- 
tion, the theory of Marxism-Leninism 
in the making and development. We 
shall soon have an American edition 
of it. 

This book finds that the so-called 
democratic states do not approve of 
the “excesses” of the fascist states and 
are fearful of seeing the latter 
strengthened. “But they are still more 
fearful of the labor movement of Eu- 
rope and of the national liberation 
movements of Asia, believing that fas- 
cism is ‘a good antidote’ to all these 
‘dangerous’ movements.” (Russian 
edition, page 319.) 

Consequently the ruling circles of 
the democratic states, particularly the 
ruling Conservative circles of Eng- 


*“The United Front Against Fascism— 
After the Munich Conspiracy.” Daily Worker, 
November 14. 

** See p. 1105 of this issue.—The Editors. 
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land, confine themselves to a policy of 
appeasing the mad beast of fascism. 
trying to persuade it “not to go to 
extremes,” intimating at the same 
time that they “understand fully” and 
in the main sympathize with the fas- 
cist policy of serving as a reactionary 
policeman against the labor and na- 
tional liberation movements. (Ibid.) 

Inevitably one is reminded of the 
behavior of the liberal-monarchist 
bourgeoisie of tsarist Russia. 

According to the book, “the ruling 
circles of England are here holding to 
approximately the same policy as was 
held by the Russian liberal-monar- 
chist bourgeoisie under tsarism.” Fear- 
ful of “the extremes” of tsarism, this 
liberal-monarchist bourgeoisie was 
still more fearful of the people. “It 
therefore passed over to a policy of 
appeasing the tsar, consequently to a 
policy of coming to terms with the 
tsar against the people.” (Ibid.) The 
liberal-monarchist bourgeoisie of 
Russia, as is well known, paid heavily 
for such a double-dealing policy. It 
is to be expected, therefore, that the 
ruling circles of England and their 
friends in France and in the United 
States will receive from history their 
deserved due. 

To equip ourselves effectively for 
the task of helping to make the his- 
tory which will give the pro-fascist 
bourgeoisie its due is our job, the job 
of the working class and its vanguard. 
This means first a correct policy on 
combatting the conspiracies of the 
capitulators to fascism. And here too 
we can learn a lesson from the history 
of Leninism, from that period of its 
development when it was meeting the 
problems of the first phase of the 
Russian Revolution. 























That was the period from 1903 to 
the beginning of March, 1917, the 
bourgeois-democratic phase of the 
revolution, when the main aim was 
the overthrow of tsarism and the 
abolition of all remnants of feudal- 
ism. The essential force of the revolu- 
tion was the working class, with the 
peasantry as its nearest ally. And 
what was the chief line of attack of 
the Bolshevik Party? It was to isolate 
the liberal-monarchist bourgeoisie 
which was trying to come to terms 
with tsarism. 

Learning from these great experi- 
ences, from the theory of Marxism- 
Leninism, we therefore say with the 
Executive Committee of the Commu- 
nist International: 


“The fascist aggressors, who have cast off 
all restraint, cannot be curbed unless a reso- 
lute struggle is undertaken against the capi- 
tulators in one’s own country.” 


Curb the reactionary imperialist 
cliques and capitulators in your own 
country—this is the lesson. 

And another lesson—on the role of 
the working class in the present world 
situation. Speaking of the conse- 
quences of the Munich conspiracy, 
Dimitroff writes: 


“What is at issue is not only the redistribu- 
tion of the existing colonial possessions, but 
the repartition of Europe itself, the coloniza- 
tion of a number of European states and the 
imperialist enslavement of a number of Euro- 
pean peoples.”* 

This is what the pro-fascist bour- 
geoisie in the democratic countries, 
the reactionary imperialist cliques and 
capitulators are helping fascism to 
undertake, betraying the interests of 

*“The United Front Against Fascism— 


After the Munich Conspiracy.” Daily Worker, 
November 14. 
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their own countries. This is one 
trend in international politics. But 
there is another one. It is the united 
front of the working class, the uniced 
front of all peoples against the bandit 
Munich agreement, against fascist 
aggression, in defense of world peace. 
In this situation, the working class has 
a special task to perform. Says the 
Communist International: 


“At the time when fascism has already set 
about the repartition of Europe, when it is 
crippling other peoples and tearing them to 
pieces, the task of the working class now is 
to head the liberation struggle of the en- 
slaved nations and the defense of the peoples 
threatened by foreign domination.” 


And who is the nation? 


“The nation is not the gang of fascists, re- 
actionary financiers and industrial magnates 
who rob and betray the people. The nation is 
the many millions of workers, peasants and 
working people generally—the people that is 
devoted to its country, cherishes its liberty 
and defends its independence. Just as in 
Spain and China where the people are fight- 
ing with arms in hand, and in Austria and 
Czechoslovakia—so also in all countries men- 
aced with fascist invasion from without, only 
the working class can rally, rouse and lead 
the people to a victorious struggle for na- 
tional liberation. The working class is the 
backbone of the nation, the bulwark of its 
liberty, dignity and independence.” 


For this we need a united working 
class heading a united people. And 
to the accomplishment of this task we 
must devote ourselves with ever 
greater energy and consistency. 


the Workers School on its fif- 
teenth anniversary, to its director, 


O UR greetings and best wishes to 
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Comrade Markoff, to its instructors 
and staff and to all its friends. 

As an institution of Marxist educa- 
tion for workers, the Workers School 
occupies in the general educational 
movements of the country the most 
progressive and forward-looking place. 
The reason for this is that Marxism- 
Leninism is the most progressive and 
advanced science. It is the science of 
the development of society, the science 
of the labor movement, the science of 
the proletarian revolution, the science 
of the building of the communist 
society. 

To the extent therefore that the 
Workers School is successfully ful- 
filling its task of spreading Marxist 
education among the workers, it is 
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rendering the labor movement in- 
valuable service. It is helping to 
equip the working class with greater 
knowledge and ability for the solu- 
tion of the complicated problems of 
the present period. It is thus helping 
the working class to move forward to 
a position of leadership in the great 
struggle of the people to resist fascist 
aggression to block the road to fas- 
cism in this country, to preserve and 
develop democracy. 

More power to you, comrades of 
the Workers School, in the broader 
and more effective propagation of the 
scientific theory of Marxism-Leninism 
whose greatest living teacher is Com- 
rade Stalin. 

A. B. 





“The American Negro’s culture cannot be dissociated from 
his struggle against slavery, and against the acute economic 
exploitation and attendant evils which have their source in 
the survival of the plantation economy in the South. The 
tradition of the Negro has been the tradition of revolt against 


his oppressors.” 


James W. Ford, The Negro and the Democratic Front, p. 190. 




















THE 21st ANNIVERSARY OF THE GREAT 


OCTOBER SOCIALIST REVOLUTION 


MANIFESTO OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE 
COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL, ISSUED ON 
NOVEMBER 7, 1938 


ROLETARIANS AND WORKING PEOPLE 
P.: ALL LANDs! 

Today the Soviet people mark the 
twenty-first year of their great social- 
ist revolution, of their heroic struggle, 
of their world historic victories. 

At the time when the peoples of 
the Soviet republic are completing 
the construction of classless socialist 
society and are advancing full of con- 
fidence towards communism, the capi- 
talist world is in the throes of an omi- 
nous war fever. 

The second imperialist war, a rob- 
ber war for a new repartition of the 
earth, has in fact already begun. It is 
already raging in various corners of 
the globe. In Spain and in China the 
fascist butchers are doing their abom- 
inable work. Over 500,000,000 human 
beings have been hurled into the abyss 
of bloody destruction. War threatens 
to spread to new territories and so 
involve new peoples. Hundreds of 
millions of people are menaced with 
attack by the fascist beasts of prey. 

Never yet, as during these days of 
fascist brigandage, have the masses of 
the people of the capitalist countries 


had such a strong and profound feel- 


ing of their blood-bond with the great 
land of socialism. The peoples see in 
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the U.S.S.R. the bulwark of their 
struggle for liberty and independence, 
the embodiment of their age-old as- 
pirations. They see that the Soviet 
people, thanks to the proletarian dic- 
tatorship, have withstood a host of 
enemies, have maintained and consoli- 
dated their independence, have built 
socialism. 


Towering aloft like a rock of gran- 
ite before millions of people in the 
capitalist world, which is in the grip 
of confusion and disintegration and 
is on the threshold of a new economic 
crisis, is the land of victorious social- 
ism. Conscious of its strength, the 
Soviet land pursues its path with reso- 
lute and tranquil step. The justness 
of its cause constitutes its greatness. 
Its hand is formidable to enemies and 
will not fail to succor friends. Its 
Stalinist word is inviolable. It is with 
confidence that it looks into its future. 
Inexhaustible are the material and 
moral forces of the Soviet land. 

The gigantic scope of socialist in- 
dustry, the enormous progress of the 
collective farms, the growing prosper- 
ity of the masses, the blossoming of a 
life that is full of joy and happiness 
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—all these have united the Soviet peo- 
ple with communism forever. 

The unity of the workers and peas- 
ants, the unity of the people and the 
Bolshevik Party, and the Soviet gov- 
ernment, the unity of the nationalities 
that inhabit the U.S.S.R., the unity 
of the working people throughout the 
world and their great fatherland— 
render the Soviet power an invincible 
force. The glorious Party of Lenin 
and Stalin embodied and consolidated 
this moral and political unity of the 
Soviet people in the great Stalin Con- 
stitution, that charter of nationwide 
socialist democracy. 

The Soviet land will yield to no 
one its achievements, its inexhaustible 
riches. The frontiers of the Soviet 
country are inviolable. On the bor- 
ders of the U.S.S.R. there stands, un- 
yielding, the strongest army in the 
world, the Red Army of socialism. By 
the lesson it taught the Japanese cut- 
throats at Lake Khasan it provided a 
clear example of how the cause of 
peace should be defended. By wiping 
out the gang of Trotskyite-Bukharin- 
ite spies, the Soviet people teaches 
how one should conduct the struggle 
against traitors, capitulators and ene- 
mies of the people. By its unswerving 
loyalty to the obligations it had un- 
dertaken, the Soviet government, 
during the Czechoslovakian crisis, 
showed how agreements should be 
kept and collective security defended. 
Only the Soviet people supported and 
continues to support the Spanish peo- 
ple against the violence of the plun- 
derers and the treachery of their ac- 
complices. Only the Soviet Union 
stretches out a helping hand to the 
Chinese people. Only the land of 
the proletarian dictatorship, supreme- 
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ly, with Stalinist courage and stalwart- 
ness, upholds the cause of liberty 
throughout the world. 

The great material power of social- 
ism gathers strength with every hour. 
Millions of working people every- 
where are turning towards it. The 
revolutionizing influence of socialism 
over the peoples is a source of fear 
to world reaction. World reaction 
wishes to turn back the wheel of his- 
tory. It is unleashing the wild fascist 
beast against the land of socialism, 
against its own peoples. In their mor- 
tal hatred of socialism, of the interna- 
tional working class, of every demo- 
cratic movement, the imperialist 
cliques of Britain and France con- 
cluded a counter-revolutionary alli- 
ance with German and Italian fascism. 
The Munich agreement was not only 
a blow at Czechoslovakia. It is a far 
wider imperialist conspiracy. It is a 
conspiracy against the small nations 
which Britain and France are betray- 
ing to the fascist plunderers. It is a 
conspiracy against the Spanish repub- 
lic, whose heroic people they wish to 
place in bondage to the German and 
Italian violators. It is an onslaught on 
the French people around whose neck 
German and Italian fascism are draw- 
ing the noose ever tighter. It is an on- 
slaught on the British people against 
whom war is being prepared by its 
age-old enemy—German imperialism. 
It is a treacherous blow against the 
German people, whose enslavement 
becomes severer the greater the con- 
cessions made to the hangmen of the 
working people of Germany. It is 
against the people’s front movement, 
against the international proletariat 
that the Munich conspiracy is di- 
rected. It is against world peace that 





















the blow is directed by the Munich 
conspirators, who come forward hypo- 
critically in the role of “saviors ot 
peace.” 

Not peace was saved by the British 
and French reactionaries; what they 
did was to save German fascism from 
collapse. They strengthened Hitler's 
position for the conduct of a major 
war. 


Workers! 

Was it possible to preserve peace 
and avert the dismemberment ol 
Czechoslovakia? 

Yes, comrades, it was! 

Neither from the military nor the 
economic point of view was Hitler 
Germany ready for war. It was lacking 
in raw materials, foodstuffs, and finan- 
cial resources. Its fortifications were 
not completed. Its army did not pos- 
sess trained personnel in sufficient 
quantity. The rear of German fascism 
constituted a terrible danger to it. 
The German people had no desire for 
war. They were filled with deep dis- 
content. A wave of popular indigna- 
tion threatened, if war broke out, to 
sweep away the fascist adventurers. 

Ranged against Germany were forces 
on whose side was the overwhelming 
preponderance. Czechoslovakia pos- 
sessed an excellent army and was_pro- 
tected by a system of first-class for- 
tresses. The British and French fleets 
were in a position to ensure the block- 
ade of Germany. Action by the Soviet 
Union would have given rise to a 
powerful wave of the anti-fascist 
movement in defense of the just cause 
of the peoples. Faced by such forces, 
German fascism would have had no 
alternative but to retreat. 


But the 
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British bourgeoisie who dragged 
France in the wake of their policy did 
not want to permit this political de- 
feat of the fascist gendarme of Europe. 
Britain and France did everything 
possible to compel Czechoslovakia to 
capitulate. By exerting unheard of 
pressure, by supporting the German 
blackmail, by threatening to take the 
side of Germany, they succeeded in 
getting the Czech government to ac- 
cept the bandit ultimatum of German 
fascism. 

The Munich conspiracy took place 
because the reactionary bourgeoisie 
decided to resist by every means the 
formation of an international peace 
front together with the Soviet Union. 
Not at any price would they permit a 
powerful movement of the peoples 
against fascism. Having in advance 
come to agreement with the German 
fascists, and having distributed the 
roles, the British reactionaries organ- 
ized the deception of the peoples with 
the aid of the farce of ostentatious 
military mobilization in Britain and 
France. The Munich conspiracy was 
able to take place because the hypo- 
critical advocates of French “‘democ- 
racy” preferred cowardly capitulation 
to a policy of resisting the aggressor, 
because the capitulators broke the 
determination of the peoples to strug- 
gle by sanctimoniously preaching the 
pacifist creed of peace at any price. 
The Munich conspiracy was facili- 
tated by the fact that the working 
class, as a result of the splitting, ca- 
pitulatory policy of the leaders of the 
Second International, was unable to 
muster its forces so as to frustrate the 
criminal conspiracy of German fascism 
and of British reaction. 

Proletarians, working people! 
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Now, when millions of people are 
asking themselves what is the way out 
of the situation created by the Munich 
conspiracy, we Communists say: The 
policy of capitulation did not and 
does not save peace. It has already led 
to war. Ethiopia and Spain, Man- 
churia and China, Austria and 
Czechoslovakia—such are the blood- 
stained landmarks of this policy, of 
the policy of concessions to fascism. 
By weakening the peace forces, by 
strengthening the fascist aggressors, it 
helps them to unleash new, even more 
destructive wars, brings closer a mon- 
strous conflagration of world impe- 
rialist war. There is only one way by 
which to save peace, namely, the way 
of resolute struggle against the fascist 
aggressor. 

He who does not fight for peace can- 
not avert war. 

To fight for peace means that in 
each country the liberty of the people 
must be defended against the reaction- 
ary bourgeoisie. Just as the feudal 
nobility during the period of the col- 
lapse of feudalism plotted with the 
enemies of France against the French 
republic, so now in the epoch of de- 
caying capitalism, the reactionary 
bourgeoisie in alliance with German 
fascism are brandishing the sword 
over the heads of their own peoples. 

A successful fight for peace cannot 
be conducted unless ruthless blows are 
dealt at those who betray their coun- 
try and their people. The fascist ag- 
gressors, who have cast off all restraint, 
cannot be curbed unless a resolute 
struggle is undertaken against the 
capitulators in one’s own country. 

The peoples cannot entrust the fate 
of their countries to governments 
which conspire with foreign fascism 
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against their own peoples. They can- 
not entrust either the defense of the 
country or armaments to such gov- 
ernments. It is against the working 
class, against all laboring people, 
against the liberation struggle of 
other peoples that these reactionary 
governments will direct their guns. 

The condition for a_ successful 
struggle to strengthen the cause of 
peace is to replace the governments 
of national treachery and shame in the 
countries menaced by fascist blows 
from without, by governments that 
are ready to repulse the fascist aggres- 
sors. A government of real national 
salvation cannot pursue the ruinous 
path of capitulation. It will conduct 
a ruthless struggle against capitulators 
and agents of foreign fascism. It will 
ruthlessly crush the fascist machina- 
tions of reaction at home. It will 
purge the army of the fascist enemies 
of its own people. It will establish 
real control by the working class over 
the defense of the country. It will dis- 
arm the fascist leagues and make the 
working class organizations the main- 
stay of the country’s defense. It will 
conduct a consistent policy of collec- 
tive security and will not shrink from 
employing sanctions against the ag- 
gressor. With the aid of such govern- 
ments, that are ready to use armed 
force in defense of the liberty and the 
independence of their peoples, it will 
be possible for a firm front of the 
peoples to arise which will compel the 
fascist aggressors to respect frontiers 
and keep the peace. 

Only through the medium of an 
alliance of peoples conducting a self- 
sacrificing struggle for the cause of 
peace is it possible to frustrate the 
criminal plans of the instigators of 

















war. A defense cordon of armed peo- 
ples who have joined their forces with 
the great Soviet people will doom fas- 
cism to impotence and hasten on its 
defeat and its inevitable ruin. 

At the time when fascism has al- 
ready set about the repartition of 
Europe, when it is crippling other 
peoples and tearing them to pieces, 
the task of the working class now ts 
to head the liberation struggle of the 
enslaved nations and the defense of 
the peoples threatened by foreign 
domination. The nation is not the 
gang of fascists, reactionary financiers 
and industrial magnates who rob and 
betray the people. The nation is the 
many millions of workers, peasants 
and working people generally—the 
people that is devoted to its country, 
cherishes its liberty and defends its 
independence. Just as in Spain and 
China where the people are fighting 
with arms in hand, and in Austria 
and Czechoslovakia, so also in all 
countries menaced with fascist inva- 
sion from without, only the working 
class can rally, rouse and lead the 
people to a victorious struggle for na- 
tional liberation. The working class 
is the backbone of the nation, the bul- 
wark of its liberty, dignity and in- 
dependence. 


Workers! 

Do not let yourselves be led astray 
by the treachery of the bourgeois 
politicians to the people’s front. Let 
the traitors break with the people’s 
front movement. Their departure will 
only be a gain to it. You are faced 
with a big and noble task—not only to 
strengthen but also to extend the 
front of the people. New people and 
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new sections of the population, who 
do not barter the fate of their country 
and their people, will join with you in 
the struggle against reactionary trai- 
tors, in the struggle to save the people. 

Who can hammer out this broad 
front against fascist brigandage? Only 
a united working class. 

The working class is the greatest 
force in modern society. It is the real 
master of the world, if it is united. 

In the face of the international con- 
spiracy of fascism, international work- 
ing class unity has become a matter 
that brooks no delay. The Communist 
International carries on an unceasing 
struggle for this unity. It has repeated- 
ly made the proposal to the Labor and 
Socialist International to establish 
united action by the international 
working class. Millions of workers 
throughout the world demand unity. 
Unity is desired by many Social- 
Democratic and trade union organiza- 
tions. But this unity is not wanted by 
the reactionary leaders entrenched in 
the leadership of the Second Interna- 
tional and in a number of Social- 
Democratic Parties and trade unions. 
They systematically disrupt the forma- 
tion of a united, anti-fascist, working 
class fighting front. It is they who, 
while retreating step by step before 
fascism, conduct a shameless, slander- 
ous campaign against the land of so- 
cialism. It is they who gather up with 
a solicitous hand from the cesspool 
of fascism the Trotskyite agents of the 
Gestapo, whom they allow to do 
wrecking work in the labor movement 
with impunity. It is they who, by 
their policy of non-intervention, have 
helped the hangmen who seek to 
strangle republican Spain. It is they 
who, without protest, accepted the 
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Munich ultimatum, hypocritically de- 
claring it to be a supreme victory for 
the cause of peace. It is they who, 
after Munich, continue the same pol- 
icy of splits and capitulation, the 
policy of disintegrating the labor 
movement. Without a daily and reso- 
lute struggle against these enemies of 
working class unity, these agents of 
the bourgeoisie, it is impossible to 
achieve the cohesion of the ranks of 
the proletariat. Now it is not enough 
to declare oneself a supporter of 
anity; now one must boldly put it 
into immediate practice on a local 
scale, as our Spanish brothers have 
done. 

Working class unity—in the name of 
the peoples who are oppressed by fas- 
cism; in the name of the liberation 
struggle of ihe Austrian people against 
alien domination, of the struggle of 
the peoples of Czechoslovakia against 
the dismemberment of their country, 
and against the arbitrary conduct of 
German imperialism. 

Working class unity—in the name 
of the heroic Spanish people, against 
whom the conspirators of Munich are 
preparing the next blow. Arms and 
foodstuffs for the fighting Spanish re- 
public! Lift the shameful blockade! 
Drive the German and Italian inter- 
ventionists from Spanish territory. 

Working class unity—in the name of 
the heroic Chinese people. Support 
China with arms and credits! Eco- 
nomic sanctions against the Japanese 
aggressor! No war materials, no 


credits for the Japanese plunderer! 
Working class unity—in the name of 
the workers’ most urgent interests, in 


the name of all the peoples whose in- 
dependence is menaced by German 
fascism, in the name of peace which 
is at stake! 

Proletarians of all lands, unite, so 
as to lay the foundation of unity of 
the peoples against fascist aggression! 

Proletarians, working people of all 
countries, strengthen the fraternal 
fighting alliance with the great Soviet 
people. 

The U.S.S.R. is the impregnable 
fortress of socialism, the guarantee of 
the oncoming victory of the interna- 
tional working class. 

The U.S.S.R. is a powerful buttress 
of peace and fraternity between the 
peoples. 

The land of victorious socialism is 
an indestructible bulwark of the peo- 
ples throughout the world in the 
struggle against fascist enslavement. 

Long live the great Soviet Union, 
the fortress of socialism, liberty and of 
the independence of the peoples! 

Long live 
class unity! 


international working 


Long live the Spanish people, 
fighting with arms in hand in defense 
of their liberty! 

Long live the Chinese people, 
waging a liberation struggle for their 
independence! 

Long live the people’s front against 
fascism in all countries! 

Long live the world-wide front of 
the peoples against the fascist aggres- 
sors! 

Long live socialism! 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE 
COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL. 
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CONCERNING AMERICAN 
REVOLUTIONARY TRADITIONS 


BY EARL BROWDER 


NE of the most serious contribu- 
O tions made by the Communist 
Party to the American people, first of 
all the working class, has been its lead- 
ing role in the general rediscovery of 
American history, with the revitaliza- 
tion of the democratic and revolution- 
ary traditions that followed. During 
the past three years the Party has 
proved the correctness of its claim to 
be the inheritor of the revolutionary 
traditions of America. 

The proof that this rediscovery of 
American history is a living force 
among the masses, that it arises from 
the needs of the national and world 
situation, is to be seen in the fact that 
it has already involved the broadest 
circles of intellectual life and all po- 
litical tendencies. When a nation faces 
a great crisis, it first of all looks back 
over the past to see what it can learn 
to help solve new problems. Even the 
most fascist-inclined circles have 
plunged into the stream: witness the 
recent attempt to revaluate Aaron 
Burr and raise him from the depths 
of ignominy as the symbol of treason 
upon to the heights of chief hero of 
the American revolution—a typical 
Trotskyite formula applied to Ameri- 
can history for openly fascist ends. 
The liberal and democratic bour- 
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geois intellectuals are also rereading 
their history, gaining new perspec- 
tives and understanding, and pro- 
ducing much new material; its value 
is uneven, it is true, but the balance 
sheet will already show a big advance. 

It is becoming necessary, however, 
to approach much more critically our 
work in this field, and to demand 
from ourselves a much higher stand- 
ard. We must cut loose from stereo- 
typed formula, and from the use of 
slogans as a substitute for thinking. 
We need now, above all, detailed and 
concrete work, with the emphasis laid 
upon accuracy and fundamental un- 
derstanding of the continuous his- 
torical process that connects the past 
history of our country with its present 
and future problems. 

The purpose of the present brief 
article is, from the above approach, to 
discuss the value and the limitations 
of the popular slogan: “Communism 
Is Twentieth Century Americanism.” 


It is unquestionable that this slogan 
has played a positive role and served 
to dissolve the remnants of the old 
sectarian and nihilistic approach to 
American national traditions which 
we inherited from the pre-war Social. 
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ist Party, and which the Socialists had 
taken over uncritically from the me- 
chanical debunking school of histor- 
ical study founded by Charles Beard. 
The school of Beard, which stood 
alone in the first decades of this cen- 
tury as the only trend seriously inter- 
ested in historical research, necessarily 
produced about the only work of any 
value; but its meritorious desire to dig 
beneath the sonorous rhetoric of con- 
ventional history to the underlying 
realities was gradually transformed 
into the fixed idea that historical 
analysis consists in reducing the rich 
pattern and colors of social develop- 
ment to a uniform gray monotone of 
human greed, unprincipledness, and 
lust for power, an undifferentiated 
mass of depravity from which the in- 
telligent student finally turned in re- 
vulsion to an all-embracing skepticism 
or nihilism. No progress at all was 
possible until we broke out of this 
blind alley into which Beard had led 
progressive study of history in the 
United States. 

It was in the first stages of our of. 
fensive against Beardism, and against 
openly reactionary Red-baiting, that 
there arose (one might almost say 
spontaneously) the slogan: “Commu- 
nism Is Twentieth Century Ameri- 
canism.” 

In the early summer of 1935, I wrote 
for the New Masses an article entitled 
“Who Are the Americans?”, as one of 
a series later incorporated as the first 
chapter in the book What Is Commu- 
nism. Answering the Red-baiters’ chal- 
lenge: “Why don’t you go back where 
you came from?” and making a head- 
on assault against the cynical and 
skeptical attitude toward American- 
ism, I made the declaration: “We Are 
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the Americans, and Communism Is 
the Americanism of the Twentieth 
Century.” 

Without realizing it at the time, I 
had coined a slogan which was taken 
up and made a symbol of the whole 
struggle for a new evaluation of Amer- 
ican history. At the Ninth Conven. 
tion of the Communist Party, in 1936, 
the artists of the studio of the well- 
known Sequeiros presented a great 
painting, embodying the slogan. From 
that day it was famous, and recently 
reached the dizzy heights of reproduc- 
tion in the columns of the Saturday 
Evening Post. 

The Party has never written this 
slogan into any of its resolutions, how- 
ever, although the struggle which it 
symbolized has been firmly established 
as a fundamental part of our program, 
written into the very Constitution of 
the Party. And the reason why this 
particular slogan did not find a place 
in a basic document must now become 
a matter of critical examination, since 
the time has come when such a dis- 
cussion no longer carries any danger 
of confusing the main battle which 
has already been carried to its first 
and basic victory. 


We did not write the slogan into 
our resolutions and Constitution, be- 
cause it is scientifically inexact. The 
basic thought, that the Communists 
are the inheritors of American revo- 
lutionary traditions, and that Com- 
munism will, in the twentieth cen- 
tury, realize in a more perfect form 
these traditions—this is not fully and 
accurately expressed in the formula- 
tion I first gave it in the heat of 
polemics, nor in its variation by our 














excellent artists. And like all inexact- 
ness or inaccuracy, it must be sub- 
jected to criticism if we are to guard 
against all possible misunderstandings 
} and even harmful theoretical conclu- 
sions. 

What are the possible wrong theo- 
ries that might conceivably be drawn, 
by uncritical and unschooled theoriz- 
ers—or by not-so-innocent alien in- 
fluences? 

Taking literally and uncritically the 
formulation—“Communism Is Twen- 
tieth Century Americanism’—and ap- 
plying the rules of formal logic, the 
theory could be drawn from it that 
Communism is a peculiar product of 
American development, which wowld 
reach the rest of the world by exporta- 
tion. Such a narrow nationalist trend 
of thought may conceivably spring 
from the uncritical repetition of our 
slogan. The danger must therefore 
be pointed out and guarded against. 

In this question is involved the 
basic problem of the relation between 
communism (or socialism), which is 
international and worldwide, and na- 
tionality, which is specific and con- 
crete to one part of the world. Here 
we should recall Stalin’s famous 
definition of the new society as it 
arises concretely—“national in form, 
socialist in content.” The new society 
is the expression of principles uni- 
versally valid, but its form is deter- 
mined by the character of the nation 
in which it arises, by all the forces that 

have contributed to produce that na- 

tion in its specific and concrete pecu- 

liarities—in short, by its history and 
traditions. 

Thus, the critical re-examination of 

our slogan leads us to the study of the 

basic principles of Marxism-Leninism, 
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of dialectical and historical material- 
ism. It is the concrete application of 
these principles which led us to the 
rediscovery of the American revolu- 
tionary traditions, and to our general 
revaluation of American history. Our 
study of American history is, in turn, 
vitalizing and deepening our grasp of 
the principles of Marxism-Leninism. 
Where in the past we depended al- 
most entirely upon the theoretical 
works which concretized these prin- 
ciples in the history of European coun- 
tries, we are now facing the creative 
task of tracing out the working of 
these principles in our own national 
history. 

It was Lenin himself who wrote the 
words which led us finally to face the 
problem. In his famous Letter to 
American Workers, Lenin reminded 
us of the rich revolutionary traditions 
of our country, and advised us to claim 
the heritage of 1776 and 1861. The 
recent publication of the correspon- 
dence and writings of Marx and En- 
gels on the American Civil War fur- 
nished invaluable material. Stalin’s 
history-making works on the national 
question furnished us with the mod- 
ern instruments of thought, ham- 
mered out in the course of actually 
changing world history, which armed 
us for the task. Dimitroff gave, on 
many occasions, a deep stimulus and 
help in boldly marching forward to 
attack the problem. 

We have entered fully into the 
struggle for the mastery of our coun- 
try’s history; we have established this 
as a task that involves the masses, the 
whole life of the nation. We have 
drawn wide circles into the process. 
The preliminary lines are drawn and 
the question has been correctly posed 
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in its essential features. Now we must 
pass over in the most serious manner 
to working out concretely the task in 
a deep, thorough, and critical fashion. 

This is a creative task of the greatest 
consequence and magnitude. It re- 
quires sustained and painstaking 
thought, much hard work. It requires 
discussion and criticism. The repeti- 
tion of slogans, without the constant 
deepening of understanding, may be- 
come an obstacle instead of a help. 

We have noticed this especially with 
regard to the slogan, “Communism Is 
Twentieth Century Americanism,” be- 
cause the slogan itself is scientifically 
inexact. But the warning holds good 
for even the most precise and scien- 
tifically-accurate slogans. Formula and 
battlecries are necessary, but their 
repetition does not and cannot replace 
the basic function of thought and un- 
derstanding. 


There is another danger in the par- 
ticular slogan under discussion which 
may be pointed out. We are Ameri- 
cans, Ameriean Communists, but do 
we claim that we are the only Ameri- 
cans, that we have staked out a mo- 
nopoly claim on Americanism? Of 
course not, we would only be ridicu- 
lous with such a claim. The concept 
of “Good Americans,” in the sense 
of the national democratic and revolu- 
tionary traditions, embraces the whole 
progressive majority of the people, 
and, further, extends to a degree 
among the conservative masses insofar 
as they show capacities of resistance to 
the modern forces of reaction. We 
Communists, taking our place as an 
integral sector of the progressive and 
democratic camp, claim the common 
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title of “Good Americans,” and fur- 
ther add to it the claim that our par- 
ticular principles and program em- 
body the future development of our 
country. Thus our claim is, first, one 
of unity with the masses of the people, 
and with their historical development, 
and, secondly, the claim to be in the 
vanguard—a claim which we must 
continuously prove by our work. 


There is another angle to the ques- 
tion of nationality and its relation to 
internationalism, which more and 
more comes to the front. That is the 
question: what are “national inter- 
ests,” and do Communists and pro- 
gressives properly identify themselves 
with support of such national inter- 
ests. Some confusion arises in certain 
circles, due to the fact that imperialist 
policies are advanced for mass support 
under the claim that they represent 
“national interests.” Therefore, some 
people draw the conclusion that sup- 
port of national interests means sup- 
port of imperialism, so long as mo- 
nopoly capital controls the economy 
of the country. 

This identification of the interests 
of monopoly capital with the inter- 
ests of the nation is, of course, entirely 
false. It is false, whether it is made 
by the spokesmen of monopoly capital 
to mislead the people, or whether it 
is made by ostensible anti-imperialists 
supposedly for the purpose of fighting 
imperialism. In either case the false 
identification of imperialism with na- 
tional interests comes to the same end 
—to confuse the people, the masses, 
and assist monopoly capital in main- 
taining its dominion over their minds. 

The Manifesto of the Communist 
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International on the occasion of the 
twenty-first anniversary of the Octo- 
ber Revolution contains the following 
most significant words on _ this 
problem: 


“The nation is not the gang of fascists, re- 
actionary financiers and industrial magnates 
who rob and betray the people. 

“The nation is the many millions of work- 
ers, farmers and working people generally— 
the people who are devoted to their country, 
who cherish their liberty and defend their 
independence. Just as in Spain and China 
where the people are fighting with arms in 
hand, and in Austria and Czechoslovakia— 
so also in all countries menaced with fascist 
invasion from outside, only the working class 
can rally, rouse and lead the people to a 
victorious struggle for national liberatian. 
The working class is the backbone of the 
nation, the bulwark of its liberty, dignity 
and independence.” 


We are currently being presented 
with the most dramatic exposition of 
the sharp cleavage between imperial- 
ist and national interests, on the part 
of Great Britain and France. The 
governments of both countries are 
pursuing policies most obviously in 
contradiction to the national interest, 
policies which even threaten the an- 
nihilation or at least the deep de- 
gradation of the nations involved; but 
these anti-national policies are im- 
posed upon the people by monopoly 
capital, by the imperialistic ruling 
class, the “best families,” the economic 
royalists—those from whose mouths 
the phrase “national interests” rolled 
most unctuously in the past. We see 
the beginnings of the same phenom- 
enon in the United States, where 
spokesmen of the most hard-boiled im- 
perialist interests have become the 
champions of surrender of America’s 
traditional policies of the “Open 
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Door” in the Fast East and the “Mon- 
roe Doctrine’ ’in the Americas. 

Both the Monroe Doctrine and the 
Open Door originated in the resis- 
tance of American democracy to the 
monopolistic and aggresive policies of 
the older imperialist powers; during 
the twentieth century they were taken 
over and transformed into instruments 
of a matured American imperialism; 
in the present world situation we wit- 
ness their transformation again, a 
process doing on under our eyes, into 
instruments of democratic defense 
against the aggressions of world fas- 
cism. In this process we have a clas- 
sical example of the dialectical trans- 
formation of thesis into antithesis, 
and of the unity of opposites. Mo- 
nopoly capital and the democratic 
forces are on opposite sides, in strug- 
gle against one another, throughout 
the process, but their position in rela- 
tion to specific issues and policies 
change; these policies may be likened 
to fortifications, which at one time are 
occupied and defended by one army, 
at another time by the enemy. 

So also the relation between na- 
tional interest and capitalism is not a 
fixed one, given for all time and un- 
changing. On the broadest historical 
stage, capitalism first appears as the 
agency of all the progressive forces of 
society, and only gradually becomes 
transformed into its opposite, mo- 
nopoly capital or imperialism, which 
threatens the destruction of society 
and of national interests. In the proc- 
ess of ‘this transformation, as progres- 
sive capitalism grew over into the 
present decaying imperialism (which 
culminates in fascism), there is for a 
period an overlapping of national and 
capitalist interests simultaneously with 
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the sharpening of the contradictions 
between them—an example of the 
dialectical formula of the unity and 
struggle of opposites. And even in 
the present stage of decadent capital- 
ism, when the interests of the 
broadest masses of the population (na- 
tional interests) urgently demand the 
drastic curbing of the power of mo- 
nopoly capital as the precondition for 
continued existence—even now, the 
broadest popular or national interest 
requires, not simply the “destruction 
of capitalism” but the organization of 
the democratic majority as the precon- 
dition for future progress to a higher 
stage. And a capitalist democracy 
threatened by fascist aggression, to the 
degree that it can be organized to re- 
sist fascism is to that degree represent- 
ing the true national interest (includ- 
ing even capitalist interests which can 
express themselves independently of 
monopoly capital), which is the in- 
terest of the population of that coun- 
try as a whole. 

Casting our eyes over the rich pan- 
orama of American history we can 
reach a much deeper understanding of 
all its stages, when we learn to trace 
the ebb and flow of class forces, and 
their combination into the two op- 
posing camps of the reactionary and 
the democratic or progressive; then 
the meaning of the slogans and battle- 
cries under which the struggle is con- 
ducted becomes more clear, and we 
begin to understand that which baffles 
the idealistic historians of all schools, 
the shift of personalities, parties, and 
classes, from the most energetic sup- 
port to its opposite of the most stub- 
born opposition to concrete issues, 
policies and social institutions. 

Along this path we not only gain a 
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deeper understanding of our past. We 
begin to acquire more and more the 
ability to look into our own future. 
And most important of all, we begin 
to obtain a grasp of the links which 
connect past history with future his- 
tory; we find those answers to the 
problems of the day, which combine 
the most realistic and concrete ap- 
proach to immediate questions, the so- 
lution of which leads by the quickest 
and least difficult path to the future, 
to the solution of the largest social 
questions, to the establishment of so- 
cialism and eventual communism. 
This brief discussion, which has 
thus led into a consideration of some 
of the deepest problems of history and 
philosophy, opened with a critical 
examination of the values and limita- 
tions of a particular slogan: “Com- 
munism Is Twentieth Century Amer- 
icanism.” It is not the purpose of 
these critical remarks to end with the 
abrupt dismissal of the slogan. On 
the contrary, our purpose is only to 
put it into its proper place and per- 
spective. We have made even its defi- 
ciencies serve a useful purpose in 
opening a discussion which is really 
one of the peliminary steps to take up 
one of the great tasks of the coming 
year of 1939. Next year is the twen- 
tieth anniversary of the founding of 
the Communist Party of the United 
States. We have decided, at our last 
meeting of the National Committee 
and the Tenth Convention, to make 
this anniversary the occasion for a 
great campaign for study of the his- 
tory of our movement and Party. 
Soon we hope to have available for 
this purpose the English translation 
of the new Short Course in the His- 
tory of the Communist Party of the 
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Soviet Union, which is destined to be- 
come an indispensable textbook in 
the mastery of Bolshevism, and more, 
one of the classics of Marxism- 
Leninism. 

While the whole world enters into 
the period of its deepest crisis, the 
Communist Parties, consolidating 
their positions as parties of the work- 
ing class, cementing their ties with the 
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broadest masses and their most im- 
mediate problems, are taking up the 
task of arming themselves with the 
complete arsenal provided in the 
teachings of the greatest leaders of 
human thought and action, Marx, En- 
gels, Lenin and Stalin. That task is 
the mastery of history, past, present, 
and future. 





“America’s most bitter heritage is its Negro problem. Per- 
haps no other question has aroused such hatreds, such slanders, 
such suffering in our country. For more than three centuries, 
ever since 1619, when the first slave ship touched our shores, 
the presence of this darker race in America has constituted an 
unsolved problem, reflected, on the one hand, in the bestial 
cruelty of lynching and, on the other, in the noble sacrifice of 
a John Brown. One of the major wars in American history was 
lit by the fire of this conflict; and the failure of the Civil War 
to free the Negro people economically and socially has brought 
the problem down to our own day in very nearly as aggravat- 
ing a form as it presented in 1861.” 


James W. Ford, The Negro and the Democratic Front, p. 19. 











PANACEA MASS MOVEMENTS 


A PROBLEM IN BUILDING THE DEMOCRATIC FRONT 


BY WILLIAM Z. FOSTER 


[In the first article, printed in the 
November issue, Comrade Foster de- 
veloped an analysis of the Technoc- 
Epic, Utopian, Townsend, 
Huey Long, and Coughlin panacea 
movements. He gave a short history 
of these movements: their rise, spread 
and decline; together with an analysis 
of their programs, their social com- 
position, and the relation they bore 
to other mass movements and to the 
fascist danger. The following article 
applies these lessons to the struggle of 
today.—The Editors. ] 
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PART II 
THE PRESENT SITUATION 


S WE have seen, the heyday of tech- 
A nocracy. Epic, utopian, share-the- 
weath and similar panacea mass move- 
ments was during the crisis period, 
1932-36. After the latter year they 
receded as a general phenomenon; but 
it would be a grave blunder to con- 
clude therefrom that they and the 
fascist danger that is linked with them 
have definitely died out. On the con- 
trary, the objective and subjective 
conditions for their growth still exist 
in most pronounced form, and we 
may expect to face their reappearance 
in new and still more dangerous 
forms. 


First, because big capital, increas- 
ingly fascist-minded, has more and 
more recourse to demagogy in order 
to hold the masses under its exploita- 
tion, and therefore, may be depended 
upon to leave no stone unturned to 
do all possible to initiate organiza- 
tions operating by reactionary dema- 
gogy and to seize control of such 
movements when they spring up 
spontaneously. 

Secondly, the prolongation of the 
industrial crisis, by continuing the 
grievances of the masses, makes them 
susceptible to demagogy. There are 
12,000,000 unemployed; great masses 
of workers and farmers are living in 
abject poverty, and the city middle 
class is also being impoverished; the 
menace of fascism and war hangs over 
the country. The Roosevelt adminis- 
tration and the trade unions have 
brought considerable relief to the op- 
pressed masses; but this is quite in- 
adequate. The people’s grievances, 
in the increasing breakdown of capi- 
talism, are many and urgent. This 
makes the masses prone to believe the 
panaceas of demagogues of every 
stripe, which are stimulated and urged 
on by reactionary finance capital. 
And as Dimitroff stated at the Seventh 
World Congress of the Communist 
International, the demagogy of these 
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reactionaries “in its stupidity fre- 
quently reached the point of lunacy.” 
Thirdly, the masses are further sub- 
ject to demagogic infection because 
the great bulk of them still remain 
unorganized—politically, industrially 
and culturally. The growth of the 
New Deal forces of the trade unions, 
of the youth movement, and of other 
constructive democratic organizations 
during the past several years has done 
much to unite, educate and discipline 
the masses and thus to immunize them 
against fascist demagogy; but vast 
numbers of them are still unorganized 
and therefore partially or wholly ex- 
posed. And let us not forget that, 
even in a country that had such big. 
trade unions and workers’ political 
parties as Germany, the fascist dema- 
gogues still found many millions of 
impoverished people to dupe. 
Fourthly, the danger of demagogic 
mass contagion is also great because 
of the fact that there are already at 
hand many reactionary, boss-financed 
organizations, whose meat and drink 
are demagogy and who are eager to 
seize upon every mass illusion for their 
own purposes. Of these there are the 
more definitely fascist organizations— 
the Silver Shirts, Black Legion, Ku- 
Klux Klan, Khaki Shirts, Vigilantes, 
Crusaders, German-American Bund, 
and many others. There is also the 
LaFollette National Progressives of 
America with its semi-swastika em- 
blem and raw, demagogic appeal—a 
grouping that is a potential danger to 
progress in the 1940 elections. 
There are in addition the remnants 
of the many panacea mass movements 
which form the subject of this article 
and which are all striving militantly 
to grow. The vitality of this third 


type of movement is evidenced by the 
recent recrudescence of the Town- 
send movement in many states, and 
especially by the meteoric rise of the 
$30-every-Thursday Old-Age Pension 


Plan movement in California and 
other states. The latter movement is 
a classic specimen of its type, with a 
burning popular issue and honest 
mass support, petty-bourgeois leader- 
ship, impractical program, ultra-rapid 
growth, lack of trade union support, 
etc. j 
It was nevertheless strong enough to 
induce almost one-third of all the 
registered voters of California to sign 
a petition to put its pension plan on 
the ballot for the November elec- 
tions. Finally and most sinister of all 
these forces is the Republican Party. 
This party, the party of big capital, 
has definitely embarked upon a policy 
of rank demagogy, which we Commu- 
nists have summed up as an attempt 
to cover its reactionary face with a 
progressive mask. In the recent elec- 
tion campaign, Hitler-like, it promised 
everything to everybody, and its 
standard bearers did not hesitate to 
endorse the Townsend Plan or any 
panacea movement if they thought it 
would catch votes and help them to 
office. They promised the most contra- 
dictory things: higher profits for the 
businessmen and lower living costs for 
the workers, greater crops and higher 
prices for the farmers, more govern- 
ment expenditures, lower taxes and a 
balanced federal budget, etc. 


THE DEMOCRATIC FRONT 


All these facts—the presence of 
burning grievances among the toilers, 
their unorganized and politically un- 
educated condition, and the existence 
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of many sprouting fascist or near-fas- 
cist organizations show the possibili- 
ties for the growth of such types of 
confused mass movements as Epic, 
Technocracy, Share-the-Wealth, and 
Townsend. They constitute a real 
problem. There will be more of them 
and whether they (the new California 
Pension Plan, for example) develop 
into instruments of reaction or be- 
come constructive sections in the 
growing democratic front will depend 
basically upon the policies of the pro- 
gressive forces. 

The democratic front is the effective 
answer to the danger from demagogic 
mass movements, whether of the 
Share-the-Wealth-Townsend-Technoc- 
racy type, the Progressive and Repub- 
lican Party varieties, or those of 
more openly fascist character. The 
building up of the mass organizations 
of the workers, farmers and lower 
petty bourgeoisie, and their linkage 
on the basis of a practical program of 
demands in a militant alliance against 
the forces of reaction is the only guar 
antee against the menace of dema- 
gogy. The democratic front not alone 
mobilizes the masses for struggle 
against fascism, incipient and full- 
blown, but also, in the measure that 
it is built up and functions effectively 
and that the proletariat exercises 
hegemony in it, immunizes them 
against the many forms of capitalist 
demagogy. The Longs, Coughlins, 
Hearsts, MacFaddens, Townsends & 
Co. will shout in vain at masses that 
are organized in or under the influ- 
ence of a strong democratic front. 


SOME CONCRETE TASKS 


In building the democratic front, 
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especially with regard to combatting 
demagogy, there are a maze of tasks 
to be carried out. In this article | 
shall indicate only a few of key im. 
portance. 

a. Express the national traditions 
and aspirations of the people: Every 
fascist and semi-fascist demagogue, to 
carry out his reactionary purposes, 
seeks to pose as the spokesman of the 
people’s traditions and hopes; aims to 
wrap himself about with a mantle of 
ultra-patriotism. How disastrous it is 
when such people capture the na- 
tional catchwords is all too clearly 
illustrated by Hitler and Mussolini. 
The Communist Party is acutely alive 
to this danger and is identifying itself 
completely with the true Americanism 
of the people. The growing demo- 
cratic front must also become more 
conscious of this necessary work. Far 
more than at present, the democratic 
front, in all its varied manifestations, 
must come forward militantly as the 
inheritor and continuer of the peo- 
ple’s democratic struggles. Roosevelt 
does this to a considerable extent with 
the New Deal, and the whole demo- 
cratic front movement must do it 
more and more. It must more effec- 
tively link up its structure, campaigns, 
programs and perspectives with the 
historic mass movements and aspira- 
tions of the workers, farmers and petty 
bourgeoisie, dating back to the coloni- 
zation of this country, and even 
earlier. It must proceed militantly on 
the basis that the democratic front 
is the Americanism of today, and 
represents all that is healthy and pro- 
gressive in American history and pres- 
ent-day life. This identification of the 
democratic front with the people's 
Americanism will raise strong ideolog- 
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ical barriers in the way of capitalist 
demagogy of every kind. 

b. Satisfy the burning demands of 
the masses: If the democratic front is 
to prove an effective dike against fas- 
cist and incipient fascist demagogy it 
must also be able to meet the urgent 
needs of the workers, farmers, pro- 
fessionals, etc., more effectively than 
the New Deal has done up to date. 
It is true that the Roosevelt adminis- 
tration has brought the masses many 
concessions, including considerable 
unemployment relief and work, a 
measure of farm relief, the legal right 
of trade union organization, the ele- 
ments of a program of social security, 
the beginnings of minimum wagés 
and bonus, some guarantees of civil 
rights, a little protection for small 
home-owners and bank depositors, etc. 

But all this is only a start. The peo- 
ple, as we have seen, are still harassed 
by the most serious hardships, and un- 
til these are lessened the masses will 
be exposed to fascist and semi-fascist 
demagogy. As the Communist Party 
constantly points out, the masses urg- 
ently need “Jobs, Security, Democracy 
and Peace.” The Party advocates a 
whole series of practical measures to 
accomplish this end. These include 
the smashing of the monopoly high 
price rings, the initiation of a five- 
billion-dollar housing program, the 
rehabilitation and nationalization of 
the railroads, a great increase in 
W.P.A., and direct relief, more pro- 
tection for the farmers, the launching 
of a great national health program, 
the nationalization of the banks and 
munition plants, the development of 
a big program to protect the youth, 
extension of the rights of the Negroes, 
insistence upon an embargo against 


Germany and Japan, full support of 
the invaded Chinese, Spanish, Ethio- 
pian, Austrian and Czechoslovakian 
peoples, and the development of a pol- 
icy of concerted peace action by the 
democratic peoples of the world to 
restrain the fascist aggressors, etc., etc. 

For the adoption of these measures, 
the only sure guarantee against the 
growth of fascist demagogy, the main 
task is not to bring pressure to bear 
against Roosevelt (although that is 
necessary also), but solidly to organize 
all the divisions of the democratic 
front—workers, farmers, middle class 
—and to direct their irresistible 
power—political, industrial, cultural— 
against the big reactionary capitalist 
forces that are preventing the realiza- 
tion of even Roosevelt’s modest pro- 
gram of reform and that constitute 
the breeding nest of the fascist dan- 
ger in all its forms, not the least of 
which is the confused mass movements 
that are our theme. 

c. Clarify the Farmer-Labor Party 
question: An important task in con- 
nection with directing the masses in 
such movements as the Epic, Share- 
the-Wealth, Townsend, California 
Pension Plan, etc., into constructive 
democratic front channels is to clarify 
the question of the third party. Often 
the panacea movements set up inde- 
pendent tickets and parties in an 
arbitrary way that seriously splits the 
growing solidarity of the toilers and 
plays directly into the hands of reac- 
tion. The demagogues make wide use 
of the third party slogan. The most 
striking example of this was the 
Lemke presidential candidacy in 1936, 
set up by the Coughlin, Long and 
Townsend movements. Nationally, 
there now exists the LaFollette Pro- 
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gressive Party, and in California there 
are two such movements, both very 
dangerous, the Townsend Party and 
the Progressive Party. And we may 
look for further similar developments 
in the future in various states. 

Such third party movements ac- 
quire great force from the facts that 
the masses are in growing revolt 
against reactionary leadership in the 
two old parties and that for many 
years Communists, Socialists and 
progressives have been militantly 
urging the formation of a separate 
Farmer-Labor Party. Demagogues of 
the Coughlin, Townsend, Lemke type 
take advantage of this situation and 
set up their splitting third parties. 
Now the mass desire to build a great 
party of workers, farmers and lower 
middle class elements is a sound one; 
but it is a task that has to be gone at 
with skill and intelligence. Experience 
has taught us that the offhand launch- 
ing of third party movements, even 
when it is done with the best of in- 
tentions, can be highly destructive to 
the solidarity of the masses and their 
chances for victory. 

The building of the broad party of 
toilers that we, in tune with the most 
advanced elements of the workers, are 
aiming at, is following two broad, 
converging lines of development. 
First and most important at this time 
is the growth of the progressive wing 
within the Democratic Party (and to 
a lesser extent also in the Republican 
Party). Whether this movement will 
eventually lead to the transformation 
of the Democratic Party (or most of 
it) into a liberal party, into an ap- 
proximation of a Farmer-Labor Party 
with or without that name, or whether 
it will culminate in a great split and 
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the formation of a new party is 
problematical and not a question of 
immediate concern. The second path 
to the realization of the eventual 
mass party of toilers is through such 
organizations as the Minnesota Farm- 
er-Labor Party, the Wisconsin Progres- 
sive Party, the American Labor Party 
of New York, Labor’s Non-Partisan 
League, etc., which follow varying 
degrees of independent activity and 
organization. 

Unity of action of all the toilers in 
one broad democratic front, here and 
now, is the very essence of our strategy 
against the forces of reaction; hence 
it is of basic importance that both the 
foregoing streams making towards the 
eventual formation of a great party of 
the masses be dovetailed together and 
developed as two closely related 
phases of one general process. Con- 
sequently, when new parties are es- 
tablished or independent candidacies 
launched such action must be under- 
taken always with careful regard to 
its effect upon the struggle of the 
New Deal progressives inside the 
Democratic Party. Otherwise the mass 
forces will be split and disaster can 
result. The question, therefore, is not 
one of giving up the Farmer-Labor 
Party slogan, but of teaching the 
masses the course of strategy by which 
this historically correct slogan must 
be realized. It would be a grave error 
to surrender the Farmer-Labor Party 
slogan to the demagogues—the Love- 
stoneites, Trotskyites, Coughlinites, 
Townsendites, LaFollettes, etc., who 
are sO eager to misuse it. 

d. Establish cooperative relations 
with the panacea mass movements: 
A further vital consideration in in- 
corporating such movements as Epic, 




















California Pension Plan, Share-the- 
Wealth, etc., into the nascent demo- 
cratic front is to set up friendly work- 
ing relations with the masses in these 
movements, to participate thoroughly 
in them. We must never forget that 
these masses have legitimate griev- 
ances and are fighting to satisfy them 
—even though in many cases their 
leaders are corrupt and fascist-minded 
demagogues. We must learn to work 
with such masses even while fighting 
their reactionary leaders. We must 
also understand how, while explain- 
ing the fallacies of their often fantas- 
tic panaceas, to show the masses that 
the democratic front and its realistic 
program offer the most practieel 
means to accomplish the end they 
have in mind, and to convince them 
that any connection with reactionary 
candidates and parties is disastrous. 
Already our Party has had considera- 
ble success in this general direction, 
not the least of which is our present- 
day good working relations with the 
California Pension Plan movement. 

e. Develop the perspective of the 
masses: Traditionally the perspective 
of the huge bulk of the toiling masses 
in this country has not transcended 
the capitalist orbit. That is, they have 
hoped and planned to solve their urg- 
ent daily economic problems—to se- 
cure jobs, to raise their living stand- 
ards, to educate their children, to pro- 
vide for the inevitable “rainy days,” 
etc.—within the framework of the 
capitalist system. They have had no 
socialist perspective, but have been 
basically influenced in developing 
their general social outlook by capi- 
talist illusions. 

Such illusions among the masses, 
fostered by various misleaders, 
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reached their apex during the 
Coolidge “prosperity” period. The 
mass perspective at that time foresaw 
very positively a rapid growth of the 
toilers’ well-being under capitalism. 
But the great 1929 crisis, with its ter- 
rific industrial breakdown, wholesale 
unemployment, widespread _ starva- 
tion, and general decline in living 
standards, gave this rosy dream a rude 
shock. Huge numbers had their faith 
in the capitalist system confused and 
weakened, and this showed itself, as 
we have seen, by the growth of broad 
demands for a “new social order,” for 
a society based on “production for 
use,” much vague talk about a com- 
ing “revolution,” and by the spring- 
ing up of many panaceas whose im- 
plications would require profound 
modifications of the capitalist system. 
The New Deal, with its program of 
reform, has partially restored the 
masses’ faith in their ability to defend 
themselves even under the capitalist 
system; but its inability to overcome 
the industrial crisis and the prevalent 
consequent widespread mass pauperi- 
zation has not eliminated the aspira- 
tions, though still confused, from the 
minds of huge numbers of people that 
somehow or other the capitalist sys- 
tem will have to be basically modified 
or even abolished before they can 
achieve the well-being they so ar- 
dently desire. 

Needless to emphasize, this confu- 
sion in the mass ideology, unless cor- 
rected, presents a big opening for fas- 
cist and semi-fascist demagogues of all 
stripes to give the people harmful and 
reactionary outlooks and programs. 
Let us not forget that Hitler and Mus- 
solini rode into power exploiting 
vague revolutionary sentiments among 
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the backward masses, and also that 
the Coughlins and Longs showed 
themselves expert in utilizing such 
confused mass sentiments in this 
country. Thus, the clarifying and 
strengthening of the mass perspective 
becomes of major importance for the 
present-day success of the democratic 
front and also ultimately for our pro- 
gram of socialism. 

The first steps in this task are to 
teach the masses, by effective mass 
struggle as well as by the spoken and 
written word, the possibilities pos- 
sessed by the people, united in a 
great democratic front, to alleviate 
many of their current burning mass 
grievances even within the framework 
of the decaying capitalist system. This 
does not mean re-awakening capitalist 
illusions among them, but teaching 
them their own power under present- 
day circumstances. A democratic front 
government in the United States, 
supported by powerful trade unions, 
farm organizations, and strong po- 
litical and cultural organizations, can, 
through militant struggle, weaken the 
main forces of the enemy, finance 
capital, in many of its key positions 
by securing immediate control of the 
government apparatus and the armed 
forces, by taking active steps to break 
the sit-down strike of big capital and 
to expand production, by national- 
izing various trustified industries such 
as banking, railroad and munitions, 
by cracking down upon monopolistic 
practices, etc. A democratic front 


government can substantially protect 
the living standards of the workers, 
farmers and professonals, shield their 
civil rights against resurgent reaction 
and fascism, provide a broad system 
of social insurance, and, in coopera- 


tion with other democratic peoples, 
help stave off war. It can set up a 
new and freer form of democracy than 
capitalism has ever known and thus 
create more favorable conditions for 
the people’s advance to socialism. 

But, while building the confidence 
of the masses in the power of the dem- 
ocratic front to protect their interests 
within the framework of capitalism, 
we must at the same time guard them 
against capitalist illusions. We must 
insistently teach them that the present 
social order is incurably in decay and 
that only by the abolition of the 
capitalist system and the establish- 
ment of socialism can the people 
basically solve the great social prob- 
lems of hunger, insecurity, industrial 
crises, fascism and war that confront 
them; that only through socialism can 
they open the way to an expanding 
prosperity, freedom, culture and 
peace. In all this educational work 
the popularization of the socialist 
achievements of the U.S.S.R. is of 
fundamental importance. 

To cultivate a mass socialist per- 
spective is doubly urgent at the pres- 
ent time, because the toilers in this 
country, as in the rest of the capi- 
talist world, are confused by the 
kaleidoscopic course of events. Their 
old-time perspectives are breaking 
down with the collapse of the capi- 
talist system and they are preyed upon 
by all stripes of confusionist, fascist 
and Trotskyite demagogues, who of- 
fer them reactionary utopias and 
panaceas. It therefore becomes of 
prime necessity that the broadest pos- 
sible masses be taught the Marxist- 
Leninist-Stalinist analysis of world 
events and their ultimate socialist 
solution. 








— 










3 as 


te ST 








TASKS OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY 


In dealing with the problem of 
such panacea mass movements as 
Technocracy, Epic, Townsend, Share- 
the-Wealth, Utopians, California Pen- 
sion Plan, etc., as well as demagogic 
movements of openly reactionary or 
fascist character, an especially heavy 
responsibility falls upon the Commu- 
nist Party. The task of winning the 
masses in such movements for con- 
structive struggle is a central one in 
building the democratic front. And 
its successful accomplishment calls 
for the exercise of every one of our 
Party’s qualities as the vanguard of 
the working class. / 

Our Party has need to exert all its 
Marxian training to analyze and skil- 
fully explain to the masses the theoret- 
ical complexities of the otherwise 
bewildering situation that is arising 
with the decay of capitalism; it must 
teach the masses to wrest the national 
slogans from the hands of reactionary 
demagogues; it must valiantly strug- 
gle to achieve the unsatisfied immedi- 
ate demands of the masses for jobs, 
security, democracy and peace and 
prevent their being exploited by 
demagogues; it must know how suc- 
cessfully to combine the fight for the 
Farmer-Labor Party with present-day 
necessities in building the democratic 
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front; it must understand the way to 
cooperate with panacea mass move- 
ments while pointing out their fal- 
lacies and combatting their often un- 
reliable leaders; it must know how to 
show the masses the extent to which 
they can defend their interests under 
capitalism while at the same time ed- 
ucating them to the inevitable neces- 
sity for socialism; it must be able to 
protect the revolutionary slogans 
from misuse “by Trotskyites, Love- 
stoneites and spurious, “Left” Social- 
ists. 

All of which big tasks emphasize 
afresh the necessity for building our 
Party. As never before, we must push 
on with the recruitment of its forces 
by the inclusion of the large numbers 
of workers—fighters who are literally 
standing at its doors. And especially 
must we pay urgent attention to the 
Bolshevik training of our members 
and contacts. In these days, with 
complex problems and _ desperate 
struggles growing everywhere, with 
fascist demagogy sprouting rankly on 
all sides, with fascist capitalism fran- 
ticaly striving to crush out all democ- 
racy and socialism, the question 
of speedily developing a great body 
of clear-thinking Comm«..ist thinkers 
and fighters becomes of decisive im: 
portance. 











THE A. F. OF L. CONVENTION AND TASKS 
FOR ACHIEVING UNITY 


BY ROY HUDSON 


HAT is the perspective in the 
|, ponies for trade union unity? 
What are the tasks that lie before the 
labor movement that will make pos- 
sible the establishment of trade union 
unity, that will strengthen the forces 
of democracy and progress, and guar- 
antee the defeat of reaction? 

These are questions that labor and 
the forces of progress and democracy 
are asking anew, as a result of the 
recent convention of the A. F. of L. 
and in view of the coming convention 


of the C.I.O. 
THE A. F. OF L. CONVENTION 


The Fifty-eighth Convention of the 
A. F. of L. was an arena of struggle 
between two opposing forces. On the 
one hand, there were those forces 
mainly responsible for the split in the 
labor movement and who are now 
openly supporting the policies of the 
Liberty League and the economic 
royalists of the country. Opposing 
them were the staunch supporters of 
the New Deal and its progressive la- 
bor program, who recognize the need 
to defeat the attacks of the reaction- 
aries. They are beginning to realize 
that a united labor movement is essen- 
tial if the gains registered by labor on 
the economic and legislative fields 


during the era of the -New Deal are 
to be maintained and if the growing 
offensive of reaction is to be stopped. 
The convention dramatized the ex- 
tent to which the forces of the coun- 
try are tending to line up into two 
camps, the camp of reaction and the 
camp of progress and democracy. It 
dramatized also the role played by 
labor in uniting the forces of the 
democratic front. Time and again it 
reflected in one form or another the 
struggle of labor and the common 
people against reaction and the men- 
ace of fascism and war. This was espe- 
cially true as regards President Roose- 
velt’s message to the convention and 
in the speeches of Daniel Tobin, 
President of the Teamsters Union. 
There was no spirit of paternalism 
in Roosevelt's message to the conven- 
tion. The fact that the President took 
the initiative in raising the need for a 
united labor movement not only 
greatly strengthened the movement 
for unity, but also reflected the degree 
to which the New Deal bases itself 
upon the support of the common 
people and labor; it showed how 
deeply the New Deal is concerned 
about the offensive of reaction, and 
how vital labor unity is if the farm- 
ers, middle classes and professional 
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people are to be united in the strug- 
gle against fascism. President Tobin 
showed that he clearly understood 
this when he expressed the opinion 
that between the lines of his message, 
President Roosevelt had said in effect 
(and we quote Tobin’s interpreta- 
tion): 

“If you expect us to go on in the future 
we must have a solid labor movement be- 
hind us, not only to sustain what we have 
already done but to encourage us and to 


back us up in securing more legislation on 
behalf of the workers.” 


TOBIN TAKES A STRONG STAND 
FOR UNITY 


Expressing the sentiments of the 
great mass of A. F. of L. workers and 
basing himself on the experiences of 
the American labor movement and 
the lessons of the victory of fascism 
in Germany, Tobin clearly stated 
the need for a united labor move- 
ment to defeat reaction: 


“There is the danger of adverse legislation, 
there is the danger of reactionaries getting 
into power politically. 

“Labor needs not only to consolidate its 
gains from a legislative standpoint, but it 
needs to increase those gains. Witness the 
attempt to destroy the labor movement now 
in the states of Oregon and California. 
President Green knows what it is and if they 
are successful in these states, and I am afraid 
they will be because of the division of labor, 
other states will follow and labor will be 
put in a straitjacket.” 


After referring to the victory of fas- 
cism in Germany, Tobin said: 


“Why do I mention it? Because you could 
not tell the German leaders, as it is impos- 
sible to tell ours, that unless you stop and 
join hands together and fight shoulder to 
shoulder, there is a danger first of destroying 
you by legislation, and next of destroying 
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you by some governmental authority created 
from the top down. 

“History, if it is no other use to us, ought 
to be a guiding light to steer us onward 
toward doing that which we believe ought 
to be done. If we are in doubt let us watch 
the history of the labor movement in other 
countries. Then have we any right to say 
that it can’t happen here? We certainly have 
not.” 


But Tobin went far beyond a recog- 
nition of the danger of reaction and 
the need to unite for its defeat. He 
envisaged the potential strength of the 
labor movement and the role it can 
play in the affairs of the nation: 


“In this country at the present time there 
are close to 7,000,000 men and women organ- 
ized, the highest number of organized em- 
ployees with signed contracts now obtaining 
in these United States that ever obtained 
in the history of the labor movement. It is 
by far the greatest membership of any trade 
union movement in the world.* To the 
7,000,000 we have already organized, we 
could easily add two and a half million 
more, and in one organization, working 
solidly together, if we had ten million organ- 
ized workers in this country, which we could 
easily have in two years, then we could add 
ten or fifteen million more of their friends 
and families, and that is conservative, then 
we could tell any administration, whether 
Republican or Democrat, what the American 
workers are entitled to, and what they 
should have. That is the key to the whole 
situation, this division in the ranks of labor.” 


From the position set forth in these 
statements, it is clear that Tobin, and 
all those who in one form or another 
supported him in challenging the poli- 
cies of Frey, Woll and Company, did 
so from the point of view of the fun- 
damental problem of the struggle 
against growing reaction, which 


* Excluding, of course, the Soviet Union, 
which has a trade union movement of 22,- 
000,000—R. H. 
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found expression in the convention 
around the question: Should the 
A. F. of L. support or oppose the New 
Deal? This was the main issue before 
the Fifty-eighth Convention—the issue 
around which the main differences of 
opinion developed and which deter- 
mined the position of the various 
forces on labor unity and other vital 
questions. 

Two questions raised at this con- 
vention again emphasized the reasons 
for the continuing split in the labor 
movement. First, the reactionaries di- 
rected their attacks against the Wag- 
ner Labor Act, solely from the point 
of view of maintaining their exclu- 
sive jurisdiction, even in those former- 
ly unorganized mass production in- 
dustries now organized by the C.1.O. 
Secondly, a minor, yet significant, 
resolution, introduced by the officers 
of the Building Trades Department, 
not only protested the issuance of an 
International Charter to the chemical 
workers now organized into federal 
locals, but demanded that these locals 
be dissolved and the workers in them 
split up into various craft unions. 

If additional proof was needed to 
establish the bitter opposition of the 
reactionary wing of the top leaders to 
the principles of industrial unionism, 
then certainly this convention estab- 
lished it beyond doubt. It should now 
be clear to all that the position of 
the craft union bureaucrats on the 
question of industrial unionism, 
which led them to split the A. F. of 
L. and which prevented the negotia- 
tions with the C.1.O. last December 
from reestablishing unity, remains un- 
altered and has now led them into an 
open anti-New Deal position, into full 
support of the program of big busi- 


ness in its attacks on the New Deal 
and its threat to democracy and world 
peace. 

What was the objective of the re- 
actionaries, headed by Woll, Frey, 
Hutcheson and Company, and what 
did they actually achieve at the con- 
vention? They stood for perpetuating 
the split in the labor movement and 
demanded continuation of the war 
against the C.1.O. Threatening the 
Canadian Trades and Labor Congress 
with revocation of its charter, they 
demanded the splitting of the Cana- 
dian trade union movement with the 
expulsion of the C.1.O. unions. 

By cleverly concealing their pur- 
poses, the reactionaries carried on 
their offensive against adoption of the 
Wagner Labor Act, the Wages-Hours 
Bill, the relief program of the ad- 
ministration—all essentially attacks 
against the New Deal. Not content 
with this sniping campaign, they even 
attempted to secure the adoption of a 
general condemnation of the New 
Deal program, as the first step towards 
an open break with the New Deal. 
On the all-important question of 
peace, the Executive Council urged a 
step backward toward isolationism. 


MOUNTING OPPOSITION TO THE 
REACTIONARY LEADERSHIP 


The outstanding feature of the con- 
vention was the powerful struggle 
conducted against the reactionaries 
and the tremendous growth registered 
by the progressive forces in the A. F. 
of L. Although inadequately, the con- 
vention reflected the opposition of 
the A. F. of L. membership to the poli- 
cies of the majority of the Executive 
Council on the question of the New 
Deal and labor unity. This opposi- 
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tion, already expressed in many local, 
city, state and international bodies of 
the A. F. of L., is to a great extent 
responsible for the sharp differences 
of opinion that developed in the con- 
vention. A number of progressive de- 
cisions were adopted, and the New 
Deal and progressive forces registered 
a number of important additional 
gains. Let us discuss these questions 
point by point. 

1. The reactionaries in the Execu- 
tive Council suffered a major defeat 
in their efforts to put across a gen- 
eral condemnation of the New Deal 
program, their main objective in the 
convention. This condemnation, even 
though thinly veiled, sounded like a 
manifesto from the Liberty League 
and was brought before the conven- 
tion as a special report of the Resolu- 
tions Committee, headed by John P. 
Frey and Matthew Woll. Inasmuch 
as this Resolutions Committee estab- 
lishes the pro-Liberty League tenden- 
cies of the majority of the Executive 
Council, it is well worth quoting: 


“The tendency of today is for the state to 
take over more and more functions which 
we believe belong to labor itself in and 
through its organizations. Already the state 
is seizing control of our destiny through a 
National Labor Relations Board. We must 
say that it should be clear to every American 
that the philosophy which is being devel- 
oped in action by which an ever-increasing 
domain is being given to the state, is ex- 
pressive of the philosophy and practice of 
socialism. . . . 

“We believe that business has learned the 
folly of its earlier ways, that it has largely 
come to realize that labor has the right to 
function as a collectivity just as business has 
a right to function in that way. We believe 
business largely has come to realize that no 
single group has a right to exploit the 
wealth and the people of our country by 
reason of possession or economic power. We 
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believe the principle of collective bargaining 
has come into general recognition.” 


This manifesto was greeted with a 
storm of opposition led by conserva- 
tive craft union leaders from the Pat- 
tern Makers, the Boiler Makers and 
Letter Carriers. Even President Green 
had to object to the report because it 
was, “to say the least, a bit confused.” 
This opposition was a clear indication 
to the anti-New Dealers that they had 
overshot their mark. Confronted with 
certain defeat if the question came to 
a vote, Frey and Woll beat a retreat 
and agreed to refer the repoxt to the 
Executive Council. In their long years 
of control these reactionaries have 
seldom, if ever, suffered a similar de- 
feat in conventions of the A. F. of L. 

2. The widespread sentiment of 
the A. F. of L. membership for mili- 
tant policies, especially in resistance 
to wage cuts at this time—pressure 
which has forced the top leaders of the 
A. F. of L. to abandon their tradi- 
tional “no-strike” policy—found ex- 
pression in the decision of the con- 
vention pledging full support to the 
railroad workers in their efforts to de- 
feat wage cuts and placing the A. F. 
of L. on record to support strike ac- 
tion on the railroads if that became 
necessary. 

3. Not only were the progressive 
forces throughout the country en- 
couraged and strengthened in their 
fight for a united labor movement by 
the stand taken by Tobin, but a fur- 
ther important point was gained as a 
result of this struggle. This is clear 
when we consider that the position of 
the Executive Council was essentially 
this: 

“Our task now is to build the A. F. of L., 
while the incubus of autocracy destroys the 
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C.L.O. If dictatorship is actually abandoned 
and Communists repudiated and expelled, 
then the way to unity is made possible, pro- 
viding the rank and file of the secession 
movement make known their demand for 
unity. We can only recommend that we 
wait and watch.” 


The struggle of the labor unity 
forces led by Tobin forced the Execu- 
tive Council to concede what it was 
before unwilling to state, when it did 
not openly oppose the “understand- 
ing” of Tobin to the effect that “the 
Executive Council stands instructed 
by this convention to open up nego- 
tiations beginning where they left off 
in the last session with C.I.O. repre- 
sentatives.” Any uncertainty regarding 
the position of Tobin and many other 
progressive forces in voting for the re- 
port of the committee was further 
clarified in the stand taken by the 
delegates representing the Teachers 
Union. These delegates, who original- 
ly voted against accepting the report, 
on the next day changed their vote, 
declaring that they did so on the basis 
of the intent of Tobin’s statement 
and in order fully to support his fight. 
There can be no doubt that a sub- 
stantial number of delegates had this 
in mind in voting for the acceptance 
of an otherwise vicious anti-unity 
report. 

4. The question of independent 
political action came before the con- 
vention in the form of a resolution 
from the Hotel Workers Union which 
placed that union on record as favor- 
ing affiliation to Labor’s Non-Partisan 
League and urging the convention to 
take similar action. While the Execu- 
tive Council succeeded in getting the 
convention to ratify the instructions 
it had sent out months earlier de- 
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nouncing L.N.P.L., it found itself in 
the contradictory position of being 
unable to prevent repudiations of its 
own instructions. Regarding the reso- 
lution from the Hotel Workers Union, 
it recommended non-concurrence on 
the technical grounds that the resolu- 
tion was not properly before the con- 
vention, in that it constituted policies 
for the Hotel Workers Unions and 
instructions to its officers, matters 
which the Resolutions Committee had 
to acknowledge to the convention 
but over which it had no jurisdiction. 

In addition to this resolution, 
powerful speeches in support of inde- 
pendent political action, favoring co- 
operation with the C.I.O. and all 
other progressive forces on the po- 
litical field and in defense of the 
American Labor Party were made by 
A. Philip Randolph of the Pullman 
Porters, Jerome Davis of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Teachers, and a 
number of other speakers, all of 
whom gave expression to the ever- 
growing movement for unity of labor 
and other progressive forces upon the 
political field. 

5. The decisions and debates on 
the Negro question were of outstand- 
ing importance. A resolution, urging 
that all international unions elim- 
inate constitutional provisions bar- 
ring Negroes from membership and 
that a committee be set up for the 
purpose of conducting educational 
activities along these lines, was not 
adopted in its entirety. Nevertheless, 
the spirit of the resolution was con- 
curred in, with recommendations to 
the Executive Council for action. 
This constitutes a big step forward, 
in view of former decisions of the 
A. F. of L. on this matter. Another 



























resolution urged that the convention 
protest the firing of Negro maids by 
railroad companies in violation of the 
seniority principle. The Resolutions 
Committee, headed by Frey, at- 
tempted to distort this resolution and 
urged mon-concurrence on _ the 
grounds that it urged a monopoly for 
certain jobs for Negro women. After 
a sharp debate from the floor, the 
Resolutions Committee was forced to 
give way. 

The main resolution on the Negro 
question came from the Pullman 
Porters Union. Randolph, its spokes- 
man, in defending this resolution, 
made an important contribution to 
the popular presentation of the prob- 
lems of the Negro workers and peo- 
ple. Moreover, he gave a splendid ex- 
ample to all progressives of how to 
conduct a principled fight on funda- 
mental questions that may not be 
thoroughly understood and in which 
the progressives may be in a minority. 

6. A number of other gains—inci- 
dental, but important—were scored 
by the progressives. The speech of 
George Padway, counsel of the A. F. 
of L., intended as a highlight of the 
convention in the efforts of the re- 
actionaries to smear the New Deal, 
was pushed completely into the back- 
ground as a result of Tobin’s first 
speech on the question of labor unity. 
The Red-baiting tactics of the Tories 
in the Executive Council were re- 
jected when they endeavored to label 
the New Deal as “socialism.” Also, the 
fact that the Executive Council had 
to retreat from its original position 
and agree to seat the Typographical 
delegates, in spite of the fact that 
their union had voted to refuse to pay 
the special tax with which to fight 
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the C.I.0., was another indication of 
the council’s weakened position. 

The step backward taken by the 
convention on the question of peace 
deserves further emphasis. The policy 
of isolation, which in essence was ad- 
vocated by the Executive Council, 
was criticized, particularly in the ex- 
tremely important speeches of the 
fraternal delegates from Great 
Britain. Although they failed to 
criticize the pro-Chamberlain policy 
of such British trade union leaders as 
Sir Walter Citrine, they did make it 
clear that the policy of Chamberlain 
did not represent the sentiments of 
the British people and emphasized 
the need for international solidarity 
of the workers and all democratic 
forces to defeat the “twin menace of 
fascism and war.” 

The position of the Executive 
Council was further countered by the 
resolution from the Hotel Workers 
Union, which proposed endorsement 
of the policies outlined in President 
Roosevelt’s Chicago speech and urged 
cooperation of all democratic nations 
to check the aggressors. In spite of 
these positive factors, however, the 
fact remains that very few resolutions 
were submitted to the convention 
from the respective trade unions and 
that the report of the Resolutions 
Committee received no real opposi- 
tion from the floor, the progressive 
forces failing to take the initiative in 
bringing forward an effective peace 
program. This must be but a reflec- 
tion of the inadequate attention given 
by the progressive forces, including 
the Communists, to the struggle for 
peace. This weakness can have only 
the most serious consequences unless 
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it is eliminated, in view of the ever- 
growing menace to world peace. 


RELATION OF FORCES 


What was the relation of forces in 
the convention? This question re- 
mained unanswered as the struggle 
did not reach the stage of a vote on 
any clear-cut issue. Nevertheless, 
there can be no doubt that the 
strength of the New Deal and labor 
unity forces proved a serious chal- 
lenge to Woll, Frey and Company, 
and that these reactionaries had a big 
advantage because they were clear as 
to their objectives, were organized 
around a definite program, and con- 
ducted a consistent struggle for it. It 
was this, and not solely their voting 
strength that enabled them to take 
advantage of the weakness of the pro- 
gressive forces. 

On the other hand, the New Deal 
and labor unity supporters were not 
organized, had no clear program, did 
not make a consistent fight on all 
issues. The forces opposing the poli- 
cies of Woll, Frey and Co. tended 
to fall into the following three cate- 
gories: 

1. The overwhelming majority of 
the convention undoubtedly sup- 
ported the New Deal program; but 
the anti-New Deal policy of Woll, 
Frey and Co. became clear to this ma- 
jority only when a general condemna- 
tion of the New Deal program was 
put forward. Only on this question, 
where the issues were clear, did this 
majority threaten to oppose the re- 
actionary Resolutions Committee. 

2. Those supporters of the New 
Deal and of progressive unionism 
who recognized that a united labor 
movement was the key to a stronger 


labor movement and the defense of 
the New Deal. The main representa- 
tives of these forces were the Team- 
sters and Hotel Workers Union. 

The International Teamsters 
Union is now the largest union in the 
A. F. of L. It is the union that suffers 
the most in carrying out the Execu- 
tive Council’s war on the C.I.O. Be- 
cause of the very character of the in- 
dustry, the Teamsters must bear the 
brunt of the fighting in any such 
“war” over widespread localities. 


‘ They, more than most other unions, 


feel acutely the need of cooperation 
with the C.L.O. 

The conclusion drawn from these 
facts, as well as the general lessons of 
what division in the ranks of labor 
means in the light of recent experi- 
ences in America and abroad, help to 
explain the position taken by the 
Teamsters at this convention. Their 
representative, Tobin, not only raised 
the fundamental problem of labor 
unity with all its implications but he 
brought forward a program which to 
a great extent was embodied in his 
strategy. He did not attempt to force 
a vote on a definite program and 
principles that would constitute a 
basis for reunification. He did not even 
come forward with such a specific 
program as was contained, for in- 
stance, in the resolution of the Hotel 
Workers Union. He sought to concili- 
ate certain elements by joining with 
them in sharply criticizing the admin- 
istration of the Wagner Act, but at 
the same time he firmly maintained 
that unity was the solution. Tobin's 
aim was to place the issue of labor 
unity and the New Deal squarely, to 
arouse sentiment and support to 


strengthen his possibilities of influ- 





ve ee 
































encing future events and the course of 
the Executive Council, without forc- 
ing a vote on a specific program. 

True, Tobin’s position did not 
make the issues completely clear; also, 
in joining with those forces who 
denounced the Communists, he mere- 
ly played into the hands of the people 
he was trying to defeat. But despite 
their limitations, his position, his 
strategy, and even his program, did 
and do serve to rally the forces of 
unity and the New Deal. 

The Hotel and Restaurant Workers 
Union, now the fourth largest union 
in the A. F. of L., played an impor- 
tant role in the convention. Its dele- 
gates had a mandate from the mem- 
bership that was in the main 
progressive on such questions as labor 
unity, independent political action 
and the struggle for peace. The tre- 
mendous growth of this union in the 
past two years is a living refutation 
of the charge that the existence and 
growth of the C.1.0. have jeopardized 
the existence of the A. F. of L. unions. 
The Hotel Union is symbolic of the 
growing movement for unity and pro- 
gressive unionism in the A. F. of L. 
At the same time there were hesita- 
tions and falterings evidenced by 
some of the Hotel Workers delegates 
at the convention in the face of the 
sharp attacks of the anti-labor unity 
forces. These weaknesses, which were 
overcome only by the strong, aggres- 
sive fight of Tobin, reflect the lack of 
clarity and the hesitations that still 
characterize many of the progressives 
in the A. F. of L. However, the hope 
of the reactionaries that the with- 
drawal of the Hotel Workers’ resolu- 
tion on labor unity meant support for 
Frey & Co. was shattered by President 
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Flore in outlining the position of his 
union and throwing its full weight in 
support of the fight for labor unity. 

3. The progressives, few in number 
and mainly from the smaller unions, 
such as the Pullman Porters and the 
Teachers Union, not only collabor- 
ated with Tobin and other forces on 
the issues of labor unity and opposed 
the general condemnation of the New 
Deal, but in speeches or resolutions 
actively defended the Wagner Labor 
Act and brought forward progressive 
policies on the questions of peace, in- 
dependent political action, defense of 
the rights of the Negro people, and 
other important issues. The work ot 
these forces and their contributions to 
the convention far exceeded their ac- 
tual voting strength. 

The fraternal delegate from Can- 
ada, in reporting on the decisions of 
the Canadian trade union movement 
and in defending its policy to keep 
both A. F. of L. and C.I.O. unions 
united in one trade union movement, 
made an important contribution to 
the convention and undoubtedly 
greatly encouraged and strengthened 
the progressive forces. 

It goes without saying that those 
delegates who were also members of 
the Communist Party joined with all 
other progressive forces in resisting 
the anti-labor unity, anti-New Deal 
policies of the Tories in the Exec- 
utive Council. The Communists at 
all times endeavored to help make 
the issues clear, to advocate practical 
programs in connection with the ques- 
tions confronting the labor move- 
ment, and by doing so helped unify 
the supporters of labor unity and the 
New Deal, thus making the struggle 
on these issues more effective. Not- 
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withstanding the slanders of Mr. Frey 
and others that the Communists desire 
the destruction of the A. F. of L., the 
Communists have consistently stood 
for and fought for a united progres- 
sive labor movement, and join with 
all other progressive forces in greet- 
ing the fact that the convention regis- 
tered a stronger and more progressive 
A. F. of L. and that real advances were 
made in the fight for a united labor 
movement and the building of the 
democratic front. 


THE MAIN CONCLUSIONS OF THE 
CONVENTION 


The convention’ registered a 
strengthening of the forces of labor 
unity and the democratic front, great- 
ly advancing the fight on these issues 
and creating favorable conditions for 
the further rapid development of the 
movement for unity of labor and of 
all forces of progress and democracy 
in the struggle against reaction. Will 
these favorable opportunities be real- 
ized? The fact that this convention 
expressed, though inadequately, the 
sentiments of the rank and file and 
the broad movement that already 
exist, embracing many local unions, 
city and state bodies, and some inter- 
national unions—a glimpse of which 
was indicated in the flood of telegrams 
to Tobin—is the guarantee that the 
struggle against the anti-unity, anti- 
New Deal policies of Woll, Frey and 
Co. can and will proceed at a much 
more rapid tempo. The future activi- 
ties of those progressive forces which 
took a stand in the convention will be 
decisive only to the extent that they 
determine how rapidly this movement 
develops and is organized along the 
most effective lines. 
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Whether or not the present favor- 
able opportunities will be utilized 
will be determined by the further 
strengthening of the A. F. of L. pro- 
gressive forces and their future activi- 
ties, and by the course pursued by the 
C.1.O. in its daily activities and its 
coming national convention. The 
coming convention can become an im- 
portant medium for, and perhaps a 
decisive factor in the establishment of 
labor unity—in uniting the forces of 
democracy and progress to defeat re- 
action. The policies consistently fol- 
lowed by the C.1.0. which, among 
others things, have been a major fac- 
tor in the growth of progressive 
unionism and the crystallization of 
the New Deal and labor unity forces, 
are of such a character as to indicate 
already that this convention will not 
hinder but advance the struggle for 
unity of the working class, unity of 
all progressive forces. 

Inasmuch as some of the so-called 
friends of unity, unfortunately includ- 
ing supporters of the C.I.O., such as 
Mr. Dubinsky, echoing the sentiments 
of President Green, question the ad- 
visability of a C.1.0. convention at 
this time and express the fear that the 
convention may hinder the fight for 
labor unity, perhaps we should exam- 


ine some of the “new” arguments 
brought forward to justify their 
vacillations. 


First, there is the so-called argu- 
ment that the report of the Executive 
Council concerning the negotiations 
that took place between the C.LO. 
and the A. F. of L. clearly established 
that there was no justification in ter- 
minating negotiations, and that the 
responsibility for their failure rests 
upon the C.1.O. 

















But nothing in the report of the 
Executive Council furnishes any basis 
for revising the conclusions previously 
arrived at. The report of the Exec- 
utive Council cannot hide the con- 
tinued opposition of the reactionaries 
to the principles of industrial union- 
ism, and it was this opposition that 
prevented the negotiations last De- 
cember from reaching a successful 
conclusion. They tried to hide this 
fact then; they tried to do it at the 
58th convention. But facts cannot be 
ignored, and in view of the opposition 
to industrial unionism, continued ef- 
forts at that time to negotiate would 
not only have been fruitless but to 
have marked time until the question 
of each individual C.I.O. union had 
been negotiated with the craft union 
leaders—whose main claim to juris- 
diction is not their effort to organize 
but some God-given mandate from 
the Executive Council—would have 
resulted in demobilizing the fight for 
trade union unity, to have weakened 
and disgusted the workers with fruit- 
less negotiations. 

Second, the so-called argument that 
the issuance of the call for the C.1.O. 
convention was an affront to the 
President’s plea for peace, and was a 
declaration of war. Evidently these 
people have not yet learned that not 
hesitation but a demonstration of the 
unity and strength of the C.I.O. 
weakens th position of the reaction- 
ary forces in the A. F. of L. and 
strengthens the progressives and sup- 
porters of labor unity. 

Let these gentlemen ask themselves 
—if the forces of reaction had been 
successful in their recent campaign to 
weaken the C.I.0. by disrupting and 
splitting the Auto Union, the Marine 
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Union, and the C.I.O. forces in vari- 
ous states—then would the A. F. of L. 
convention register the gains it did? 
On the contrary, if the C.I.O. had 
been weakened, then the struggle for 
labor unity at the convention would 
have been much weaker indeed. From 
this, does it not follow that the is- 
suance of the call for the C.I.O. con- 
vention, demonstrating the increased 
strength and unity of the C.1.0., was 
a timely and most effective blow 
against the foes of labor unity? 
What is the actual present position 
of the C.I.O. and its perspective on 
labor unity? This question is fairly 
well indicated in the recent issues of 
the C.I.0. News, where it is stated: 


“The forthcoming convention of the 
C.1.0., however, so far from being an ob- 
stacle in the path of unity, is likely to be a 
most effective step in that direction. 

“For, once it is conclusively established that 
the C.1.O. is a firmly grounded movement 
with the organized power as well as the right 
to protect the interests of its affiliated 
unions, the A. F. of L. leaders will have to 
forget their foolish hopes of dividing and 
destroying the new movement. 

“And once they are ready to recognize 
established facts, and to deal sincerely and 
on a basis of equality with the C.I.O., they 
can be sure that neither the C.1.O. nor its 
leaders will place any obstacle in the way 
of that genuine labor unity which has al- 
ways been their aim.” 


Therefore, the arguments enumer- 
ated above, instead of proving the 
existence of anti-unity policies on the 
part of the C.I.O. leadership, prove the 
contrary, that those who advance them 
do so to hide the fact that, consciously 
or unconsciously, their sympathies lie 
with the Tories in the A. F. of L. 
Executive Council. As for those who 
sincerely desire unity, they can have 
the greatest confidence that the con- 
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sistent policies of the C.1.O. constitute 
the basis for fullest possible collabora- 
tion of all progressive forces in work- 
ing out policies that will not only 
serve to consolidate and strengthen 
the C.1.0., but will serve to advance 
the fight for trade union unity, for 
unity of all democratic and progres- 
sive forces. 

The fight for trade union unity 
will be further strengthened if the 
A. F. of L. membership takes steps to 
halt the Executive Council’s plans to 
hamstring the Wagner Act; if strong 
protest is registered against the con- 
demnation of the New Deal program 
by Woll and Co.; and if the widest 
possible support is rallied for Tobin's 
position as well as for the resolution 
of the Hotel Workers Union demand- 
ing reopening of the negotiations 
with the C.LO. 

The further extension of all forms 
of cooperation between the C.I.O. and 
the A. F. of L. on issues confronting 
the entire trade union movement is 
perhaps the most decisive step in 
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the fight for trade union unity. The 
cooperation, of a varied character, be- 
tween the A. F. of L. and C.I.O. in 
the election campaign, in defending 
New Deal legislation and civil rights, 
in resisting wage cuts can be further 
developed at a rapid tempo, securing 
unity of action down below, and will, 
more than anything else, lay the basis 
for a reunited trade union move- 
ment. 

The developments at the A. F. of 
L. convention emphasize the need for 
far more attention to the strengthen- 
ing of the A. F. of L. progressive 
movement. In the light of the con- 
vention the situation should be re- 
viewed in each union for the purpose 
of evaluating the attitude of all 
forces in regards to labor unity and 
the New Deal, seeking to bring 
about the collaboration of the 


broadest possible forces in the strug- 
gle for a united trade union move- 
ment, for unity of labor with all pro- 
gressive democratic forces in the 
struggle against reaction. 























A POWERFUL IDEOLOGICAL WEAPON OF: 


BOLSHEVISM* 


HE appearance of A Short Course 
Tin the History of the C.P.S.U. 
under the editorship of a commission 
of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union and approved by the Central 
Committee of the C.P.S.U., is a big 
event in the ideological life of the 
Party. The Party received a real his- 
tory worthy of it—a profound scien- 
tific work in the production of which 
the teacher of the Party, Comrade 
Stalin, most actively participated. The 
Bolshevik Party, the Soviet people, 
and the world proletariat received an 
ideological weapon of colossal theo- 
retical power, a weapon which will 
further the task of the revolutionary 
reorganization of the world. 

A Short Course in the History of 
the C.P.S.U., approved by the Central 
Committee of the Party, is a textbook 
of no ordinary type. It is the teaching 
of Bolshevism and not merely a text- 
book. In this remarkable book is con- 
centrated and presented in a general- 
ized form the entire gigantic, historic 
experience of the Bolshevik Party. 

A Short Course in the History of 
the C.P.S.U. is here dealt with in close, 
logical, and historical connection with 
Leninism, with the theory and tactic 
of the proletarian revolution. Thus, 


* Translated from The Bolshevik, fort- 


nightly organ of the Central Committee of 
the C.P.S.U., No. 17-18, September 15, 1938. 
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there is eliminated the hitherto exist- 
ing shortcoming in our propaganda— 
the separation between the instruction 
in the history of the Party and in. 
struction in Leninism, which was the 
greatest shortcoming in our educa- 
tional propaganda activities. 

A Short Course in the History of 
the C.P.S.U. brings forth the facts of 
the history of the Party in a well-con- 
structed system pursuing the unity of 
scientific periodization, as was pro- 
posed by Comrade Stalin in his 
famous letter, “On a Textbook on the 
History of the C.P.S.U.”; the formula- 
tion of these facts is connected with 
the history of the U.S.S.R. and is given 
against the background of the general 
historical and political-economic con- 
ditions. As distinguished from the 
past, unsatisfactory textbooks on the 
history of the C.P.S.U., A Short Course 
in the History of the C.P.S.U., pub- 
lished under the editorship of the 
commission of the Central Committee 
of the C.P.S.U., gives a profound, 
Marxist explanation of the events and 
facts of the history of the Bolshevik 
Party. To the number of scientific, 
theoretical achievements of the history 
of the C.P.S.U., approved by the Cen- 
tral Committee of the Party, there is 
in addition the fact that in this book, 
simultaneously with the exposition of 
the history of the Party and Lenin- 
ism, are also given the theoretical 
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bases of communism—the bases of 
dialectical and historical materialism. 

A Short Course in the History of 
the C.P.S.U., by its size, is described 
as a short course. However, with re- 
gard to the depth of its exposition, 
to its theoretical power, this book is 
a scientific history of the Party, rep- 
resenting a complete, finished work on 
the history of the Party, Leninism, 
dialectical and historical materialism, 
indissolubly connected, as they are 
connected, in the practice of the revo- 
lutionary struggle of our Party. 

In the classic works of Marxism- 
Leninism we can see the example of 
how brevity of exposition is combined 
with scientific depth. The immortal, 
programmatic document of Marxism, 
The Manifesto of the Communist 
Party, is not large in size, but in it 
the experience of the labor movement 
is brilliantly generalized, the laws of 
social development are revealed, the 
path of struggle of the proletariat for 
its emancipation is charted. 

The classic, theoretical work of 
Comrade Stalin (Foundations of Len- 
inism) is likewise relatively not vol- 
uminous; but it is the most masterly 
exposition and brilliant theoretical 
presentation of Leninism, the creative 
development of revolutionary theory, 
a book which arms the Bolsheviks the 
world over with the sharp weapon of 
Marxist-Leninist theory. 

The greatest theoretical value of 
A Short Course in the History of the 
C.P.S.U. consists in that here, in the 
historical cross-section, is given the 
theoretical basis of the new contribu- 
tions that the genius of Lenin 
added to the treasury of Marxism. 
This book, with Stalinist theoretical 
profundity and clarity, proves how 


consistently Lenin forged the indom. 
itable, ideological weapon of Bolshe- 
vism; how Lenin formulated the ideo- 
logical, organizational and _ tactical 
basis of the Bolshevik Party—the Party 
of a new type, in principle fundamen- 
tally distinguished from the old re- 
formist parties of the Second Inter- 
national; how, in the struggles against 
the enemies of Marxism, Lenin de- 
fended the theoretical basis of the 
Marxist Party. 

All this was a great historical prepa- 
ration for the creation of the Bolshe- 
vik Party, the Party of a new type, 
free from opportunism and irrecon- 
cilably opposed to opportunism, a 
Party capable of leading the proleta- 
riat in the seizure of power, in the 
socialist revolution, in the building of 
the socialist society. 

The Bolsheviks perceived that after 
the death of Engels the Western 
European Social-Democratic Parties 
had begun to degenerate from parties 
of social revolution into parties of 
“social reform,” and that every one of 
these parties, as an organization, 
had become transformed from a lead- 
ing force into an appendage of its 
own parliamentary group. 

The Bolsheviks understood that the 
proletariat was in need of not such a 
reformist party, but another kind, a 
new kind of party, a real Marxist 
party, a party of the social revolution, 
a party of the dictatorship of the pro- 
letariat. 

“The Bolsheviks wanted their party 
to be just such a new party,” we read 
in the fourth chapter of A Short 
Course in the History of the C.P.S.U. 


“And the Bolsheviks built and reared such 
a party. The whole history of the struggle 
with the ‘Economists,’ Mensheviks, Trotsky- 
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ites, Otzovists, idealists of every shade, in- 
cluding the empirio-criticists, was a history 
of the rearing of precisely such a party. The 
Bolsheviks wanted to create a new, Bolshe- 
vik Party, capable of serving as a model for 
all those who wanted to have a real revo- 
lutionary, Marxist party. The Bolsheviks 
were rearing such a party as early as the 
period of the old Iskra. They reared it with 
perseverance, persistence, in spite of all diff- 
culties. The basic and decisive role in this 
preparatory work was played by such works 
of Lenin as What Is To Be Done?, Two Tac- 
tics, etc. Lenin’s What Is To Be Done? served 
the ideological preparation of such a party. 
Lenin’s One Step Forward—Two Steps 
Backward served the organizational prepara- 
tion of such a party. Lenin’s book, Two 
Tactics of Social-Democracy in the Demo- 
cratic Revolution, served the political prepa- 
ration of such a party. Finally, Lenin’s Ma- 
terialism and Empirio-Criticism served the 
theoretical preparation of such a party.” 


After such a thorough historical 
preparation, the Prague Conference of 
the R.S.D.L.P. [Russian Social-Demo- 
cratic Labor Party] (January, 1912), 
launched the party of a new type, the 
Party of Leninism, the Bolshevik 
Party. The Prague conference carried 
through the cleansing of the proleta- 
rian party of opportunists, of Men- 
sheviks. This was of momentous and 
decisive significance for the further 
development of the Party and the 
revolution. 

A Short Course in the History of 
the C.P.S.U. shows how the Leninist 
theory of the socialist revolution has 
enriched and developed Marxism. 

As early as 1905, in his masterpiece, 
Two Tactics of Social-Democracy in 
the Democratic Revolution, Lenin 
projected the basic outlines of the 
theory of the socialist revolution. 
Heretofore, in our propaganda work, 
we usually dealt with only one side of 
this epochal Leninist work, that is, the 











A POWERFUL IDEOLOGICAL WEAPON 1107 


tactics of the Bolsheviks in the demo- 
cratic revolution, the line of the Bol- 
sheviks which aimed at the hegemony 
of the proletariat, and an alliance 
with the peasantry, in the bourgeois- 
democratic revolution. 

The third chapter of A Short 
Course in the History of the C.P.S.U. 
reveals in its full historical greatness 
the Leninist theory of the growing 
over of the bourgeois-democratic 
revolution into the socialist revolu- 
tion, the new theory of the regroup- 
ing of forces around the proletariat 
toward the end of the bourgeois revo- 
lution for the direct transition to the 
socialist revolution. 

Lenin brought to light and restored 
the brilliant theses of Marx, which 
had been immured by the opportu- 
nists of the Second International, re- 
garding permanent revolution and the 
necessity of linking the peasant revo- 
lutionary movement with the proleta- 
rian revolution. But Lenin did not 
simply restore and reiterate these bril- 
liant thoughts of Marx—“but devel- 
oped them further and reformulated 
them into a coherent theory of the 
socialist revolution, bringing in a new 
factor as an indispensable condition 
for the socialist revolution—the unity 
of the proletarian and semi-proleta- 
rian elements of city and country as a 
requisite for the victory of the prole- 
tarian revolution.” (A Short Course 
in the History of the C.P.S.U.) 

In 1915 Lenin discovered the law of 
the uneven economic and political de- 
velopment of capitalism. Proceeding 
from this law Lenin formulated his 
brilliant conclusion of the possibility 
for the proletariat to make a breach in 
the imperialist front at some one or 
several places, the conclusion of the 
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possibility of the victory of socialism 
to begin with in several capitalist 
countries, or even in one, single capi- 
talist country. 


“This was a new, consummated theory of 
the socialist revolution, the theory of the 
possibility of the victory of socialism in in- 
dividual countries, of the conditions for its 
victory, of the perspectives for such victory, 
a theory the bases of which were outlined by 
Lenin back in 1905 in his pamphlet Two 
Tactics of Social-Democracy in the Demo- 
cratic Revolution.” (Ibid.) 


This theory differed basically from 
the conception which was prevalent 
among the Marxists in the pre-impe- 
rialist period of capitalism, when 
Marxists believed that the victory of 
socialism in one country was impos- 
sible, that the victory of socialism 
would take place simultaneously in all 
civilized countries. Lenin, on the basis 
of the data on imperialist capitalism 
cited in his remarkable book, Im- 
perialism as the Highest Stage of 
Capitalism, reversed this conception 
as obsolete, and provided a new 
theoretical conception in which a 
simultaneous victory of socialism in 
all countries is considered impossible 
and the victory of socialism in one, 
single capitalist country is acknowl- 
edged as possible. 

The inestimable significance of the 
Leninist theory of the socialist revolu- 
tion consists not only in that it has 
advanced Marxism and enriched it 
with a new theory. Its significance con- 
sists further in that it gives a revolu- 
tionary perspective to the proletariat 
in individual countries, unlooses its 
initiative for an attack on its own na- 
tional bourgeoisie, teaches it to utilize 
the conditions of war for the organiza- 
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tion of such an attack, and strengthens 
its faith in the victory of the proleta- 
rian revolution. 


“Such was the theoretical and tactical posi- 
tion of the Bolsheviks on the question of war, 
peace and revolution.” (Ibid.) 


It can be said without exaggeration 
that no advanced theory in the world 
has been or is of such momentous sig- 
nificance for the fate of humanity, for 
the transformation of the world, as the 
Leninist theory of the socialist revo- 
lution. 

Under the banner of this theory, 
under the banner of creative Marx- 
ism, the great October Socialist Revo- 
lution was victorious. The Leninist 
theory of the possibility of the victory 
of socialism in our country was suc- 
cessfully defended in the struggles 
with the opportunists, the enemies of 
socialism, by the continuer of the 
work of Lenin—Comrade Stalin. In 
the epoch of construction of socialist 
society in the U.S.S.R., in the new 
conditions of the class struggle of the 
proletariat, Comrade Stalin developed 
further the Leninist theory of the pos- 
sibility of the victory of socialism, and 
armed with this theory the entire Bol- 
shevik Party and the Soviet people. 

In our country the great words of 
Marx, that “theory becomes a mate- 
rial force as soon as it seizes hold 
of the masses,” have become a 
reality. Armed with the Leninist- 
Stalinist idea of the possibility of 
building a full socialist society, the 
Party and the Soviet people have 
achieved the victories of the First and 
Second Five-Year Plans of world his- 
toric significance, have built in the 
main a socialist society on one-sixth of 
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the globe. Thus, before the whole 
world, have been proved the possibil- 
ity and the historic inevitability of the 
replacement of the capitalist system by 
the socialist system. 

The fourth chapter of A Short 
Course in the History of the C.P.S.U., 
dealing with the famous book 
of Lenin, Materialism and Empirio- 
Criticism, is devoted to the ex- 
position and establishment of the 
theoretical basis of the Party of Lenin- 
Stalin—dialectical and historical ma- 
terialism. This chapter, classical in its 
content as well as in its form, is so 
important for an understanding of 
Marxism-Leninism, that it must be 
studied with particular thoroughness 
and must be mastered by the Bolshe- 
viks, Party and non-Party, and first 
and foremost, by every active worker 
of the Bolshevik Party. 


“Dialectical and historical materialism con- 
stitute the theoretical foundation of Commu- 
nism, the theoretical bases of the Marxist 
party; and knowledge of this basis, therefore, 
the mastering of it, is the duty of every active 
worker of our Party.” (Ibid.) 


The section on dialectical and his- 
torical materialism, as well as the 
other theoretical sections of A Short 
Course in the History of the C.P.S.U., 
is a most valuable theoretical con- 
tribution to the treasury of Marxism- 
Leninism. 

Marx, Engels and Lenin repeatedly 
spoke of the necessity of a brief and 
comprehensive exposition of the theo- 
retical views of Marxism, of a popular 
and concise exposition of the teach- 
ings of dialectics. The fourth chapter 
gives just such a concise exposition 
and scientific establishing of the philo- 
sophical-theoretical views of Marxism, 


an exposition of dialectical material- 
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ism as a consummate and unified 
world outlook of the Marxist-Leninist 
Party. 

Our Party, whose world outlook is 
dialectical materialism, has always ap- 
proached its problems from the point 
of view of Marxist science. The fourth 
chapter of the book gives a number of 
remarkably vivid and interesting ex- 
amples of the application of the dia- 
lectical method to the political activ- 
ity of the party of the proletariat. 

Thus in the fourth chapter we 
read: 


. if the transition of slow quantitative 
changes into rapid and sudden qualitative 
changes constitutes the law of development, 
then it is clear that revolutionary upheavals 
brought about by oppressed classes are en- 
tirely natural and inevitable phenomena. 

“Hence, the transformation from capital- 
ism to socialism, and the liberation of the 
working class from capitalist oppression, can 
be achieved, not by way of gradual altera- 
tions, not by way of reform, but only through 
a qualitative change of the capitalist order 
through revolution. 

“Hence, in order not to make mistakes in 
politics, one must be a revolutionary, and 
not a reformist. 

“Furthermore, if development takes place 
through the unfolding of inherent contradic- 
tions, through the clash of opposing forces 
on the basis of these contradictions, thus re- 
solving these contradictions, it is clear that 
the class struggle of the proletariat is an en- 
tirely natural and inevitable phenomenon. 

“Hence, the contradictions of the capitalist 
relations should not be glossed over, but ex- 
posed and unfolded, should not be sup- 
pressed, but should be developed to the end. 

“Hence, in order not to make mistakes in 
politics, it is necessary to carry out an un- 
compromising proletarian class policy, and 
not a reformist policy seeking harmony be- 
tween the interests of the proletariat and the 
bourgeoisie, not a conciliatory policy which 
assumes that capitalism ‘grows into’ socialism. 

“That is how to understand the Marxist 
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dialectical method, if one takes it in appli- 
cation to social life, in application to the 
history of society.” 


Heretofore, our propaganda text- 
books on dialectical and _ historical 
materialism, as a rule, dealt with dia- 
lectics in such a “dry” manner, wrote 
of dialectics in so obscure and dry 
a style, enumerated so many laws of 
dialectics, failing to distinguish the 
primary from the secondary, to line 
up dialectics with this political activ- 
ity of the Party of the proletariat, that 
very often we simply frightened peo- 
ple away from dialectics. . .. And, yet, 
dialectics is the very life, the soul, of 
Marxism! The fourth chapter of 
A Short Course in the History of the 
C.P.S.U. demonstrates how dialectical 
materialism should be taught in a 
clear and interesting manner while 
maintaining a high scientific level. 

The application of dialectical ma- 
terialism to the phenomena in the life 
of society, to the study of the develop- 
ment of society, to the study of the 
history of society, is historical mate- 
rialism. The fourth chapter makes an 
invaluable contribution to the theory 
of historical materialism of Marx- 
Engels-Lenin, constituting its continu- 
ation and further theoretical develop- 
ment. The theory of historical mate- 
rialism is placed on a basis of the great 
experience of the entire struggle of 
the working class and—what is par- 
ticularly important—on the basis of 
the experience of the construction of 
socialism in the U.S.S.R. This theory 
has now passed through such a histori- 
cal test as never before in history. 

The theory of historical material- 
ism in A Short Course in the History 
of the C.P.S.U. bases itself on the ex- 
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perience of the entire history of 
humanity—from the primitive com- 
munal order of society to the victory 
of socialism. All social formations— 
the primitive commune, the slave 
system, feudalism, capitalism and so- 
cialism—are analyzed from the point 
of view of the laws of the development 
of production, the laws of the eco- 
nomic development of society. 

Thus, we read in the fourth chapter 
of A Short Course in the History of 
the C.P.S.U.: 


“The power and vitality of Marxism-Lenin- 
ism lie in the fact that it bases its practical 
activity precisely on the needs of the develop- 
ment of the material life of society, never de- 
taching itself from the actual life of society.” 


Deducting the origin of social ideas, 
theories, viewpoints, political institu- 
tions from the needs and conditions of 
the material life of society, historical 
materialism does not deny the con- 
verse reaction of the ideological and 
political superstructures on the mate- 
rial life of society but, on the contrary, 
emphasizes the serious role and sig- 
nificance in the life of society, in the 
history of society, of social ideas, 
theories, viewpoints, political institu- 
tions: 


“Social ideas, theories, political institutions, 
having arisen on the basis of the matured 
problems of the development of the material 
life of society, the development of social 
being—themselves react then on social being, 
on the material life of society, creating the 
necessary conditions to bring to completion 
the solution of the matured problems of the 
material life of society and to render possible 
its further development. 

“The force and vitality of Marxism-Lenin- 
ism lie in the fact that it bases itself on an 
advanced theory correctly reflecting the needs 
for the development of the material life of 
society, that it raises theory to its rightful 




















level, and considers it as its duty to utilize 
to the end its mobilizing, organizing, and 
transforming force. Thus, historical material- 
ism solves the problem of the relation be- 
tween social being and social consciousness, 
between the conditions of the development 
of the material life and the development of 
the spiritual life of society.” 


The Stalinist style, the Stalinist 
dialectical logic—this is what char- 
acterizes A Short Course in the 
History of the C.P.S.U., particularly 
its theoretical chapters. Only one who 
knows the classical works of Marx- 
ism-Leninism to perfection, one who 
has mastered dialectical materialism 
to perfection and stands on the 
heights of contemporary advanced 
science, one who understands more 
deeply than anyone else the laws of 
development of society and who can 
see further than anyone else the his- 
torical destinies of humanity, could so 
profoundly and clearly state the 
theoretical basis of the Marxist-Lenin- 
ist Party, dialectical and historical 
materialism. 
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The inexhaustible theoretical wealth 

contained in A Short Course in the 
History of the C.P.S.U. demands a 
thorough, patient, careful study and 
mastery. This book, of world signifi- 
cance, ideologically arms the Bol- 
shevik Party and the Soviet peo- 
ple for the further struggle for 
communism, passing on the gigan- 
tic, vast historical experience of the 
Party of Lenin and Stalin to the 
world proletariat. It will be studied by, 
and through it will be educated, gen- 
erations of fighters for communism 
throughout the world. The immediate 
important problem is, first of all, to 
prepare well the propagandists to mas- 
ter thoroughly the entire ideological 
wealth of the history of the Commu- 
nist Party of the Soviet Union. This 
is a pre-conditon for a correct and 
thorough organization of the study of 
A Short Course in the History of the 
C.P.S.U. 


A BOLSHEVIK PROPAGANDIST* 


HE publication of A _ Short 

Course in the History of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
places before the Party with all vigor 
the problem of the preparation of 
Party propagandists, raising their role 
and significance. Our teachers face a 
big and serious task. They will have 
to bring to the attention of our study 
circles and classes every word of the 
remarkable textbook, to convey to the 
Communists the entire wealth of the 
Leninist-Stalinist revolutionary theory, 
to teach all members of the Party how 


* From Pravda, September 20, 1938. 


to wield this powerful ideological 
weapon to perfection. 

The carrying out of such a respon- 
sible task to a great extent depends 
upon the ability of the Party organiza- 
tions to raise the role of the propa- 
gandists to the necessary level and to 
give every possible assistance to the 
teaching personnel in their everyday 
activities. 

To be a Party teacher is an assign- 
ment that confers honor upon a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party. The 
guiding of Party education is en. 
trusted by our Party to politically con- 
sistent, most tried and tested Com- 
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munists. To be a propagator of the 
ideas of Bolshevism, an educator of 
the Party membership, is a great 
honor which indicates the confidence 
of the Party in this comrade. It is 
something to be proud of and valued 
highly. 

The history of the Bolshevik Party 
clearly and convincingly teaches us 
how our Party, in every epoch of its 
struggle, devoted great attention to 
propagandist work, what significance 
it attached to Party teachers. Com- 
rades Lenin and Stalin, as well as 
other leading comrades of the Party, 
were organizers of Party education, di- 
rected study circles, Party schools, tire- 
lessly impressed our teachers with the 
responsibility of their task. For a Marx- 
ist-Leninist Party the question of 
propaganda, of the people who bring 
the revolutionary theory to the masses, 


is a question of paramount impor- 
tance. In his letter to the students of 
the Party school held on the Island 
of Capri, Comrade Lenin wrote: 


“In every school the most important thing 
is the ideological-political trend of the lec- 
turer. How is this trend determined? En- 
tirely and exclusively by the composition of 
the teaching staff (lecturers).” 


While paying great attention to the 
level of propaganda, to its political 
trend and depth, Comrades Lenin and 
Stalin emphasized the significance of 
the composition of the teaching staff, 
demanding that this task be assigned 
only to those who deserve the confi- 
dence of the Party, who without dis- 
tortion and fully armed with knowl- 
edge, will educate our Party cadres. 

A Bolshevik propagandist is dis- 
tinguished first of all by his supreme 
devotion to the cause of Lenin-Stalin, 
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by his Bolshevik principles and by his 
irreconcilability and mercilessness to- 
ward enemies. A Party propagandist 
is not a bookworm, not a dry narra- 
tor; he is a fighter for the Party, one 
who develops in his students Bolshe- 
vik steadfastness, revolutionary zeal, 
the ability to be able to unmask and 
destroy the enemy, one who places in 
the hands of Communists the sharp 
ideological weapon of Bolshevism. 

A Party propagandist must be able 
to detect the slightest political falsi- 
fication, the slightest appearance of 
political decadence; he is vigilant, an 
indefatigable guardian of the interests 
of the Party. 

A Bolshevik propagandist is also dis- 
tinguished by his constant self-study, 
continuously improving his knowl- 
edge of the Marxist-Leninist theory, 
striving to understand the heart of 
Marxism-Leninism. 


“To master the Marxist-Leninist theory 
does not at all mean to memorize all the 
formulae and conclusions and to cling to 
every letter of these. In order to master 
Marxist-Leninist theory, it is necessary first of 
all to learn how to distinguish its letter from 
its substance. 

“To master the theory of Marxism-Lenin- 
ism means to understand the substance of 
this theory and to learn to apply this theory 
when deciding upon practical problems of 
the revolutionary movement in the various 
conditions of the class struggle of the prole- 
tariat.” (4 Short Course in the History of the 
C.P.S.U.) 


To his students, the propagandist 
must bring, not isolated conclusions, 
not dogmas, because one cannot look 
upon the Marxist-Leninist theory as 
a collection of dogmas, as a catechism, 
as a symbol of faith: it must reveal the 
substance of this science and convey 
deep knowledge. 














Is it not clear then that all this can 
be achieved only through systematic 
and serious study by our propagandist 
personnel? 

This condition is particularly obli- 
gatory because among our propagan- 
dists there are still some who approach 
the study of the history of the C.P.S.U. 
in a very superficial maner. There are 
some who still reckon that the publi- 
cation of a new textbook lessens the 
responsibility of the propagandist—as 
long as the students have the text- 
book the teacher will not have to 
spend much time on clarifying ques- 
tions. With such ignoramuses it is 
necessary to carry on a decisive strug- 
gle and well cleanse their brains by 
explaining to them the actual signifi- 
cance of the textbook. The Party or- 
ganization must strive to achieve such 
a condition where the appearance of 
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a teacher at a study circle (or class) 
unprepared will be an unusual event 
and such disgraceful facts will become 
known to the whole Party organiza- 
tion. 


It is time to free ourselves from such 
impudent individuals who here and 
there still pursue propagandist work 
but who do not desire to study, who 
consider that they know it all, but 
actually are ignorant chatterboxes. 

It is the profound duty of the Party 
organizations and their leaders to 
check up on the content of the work 
in the study circles, the quality of 
their studies and the level of propa- 
ganda. This task will be made con- 
siderably easier if the leading Party 
comrades will take the task of organiz- 
ing and leading propaganda work and 
will themselves become propagandists. 





THE FALL OF WUHAN AND PROSPECTS 
OF CHINA’S VICTORY 


BY RUDY BAKER 


HE fall of the Wuhan cities and 
he loss of Canton were heavy 
blows to China’s struggle for libera- 
tion. Now China is left without a 
single seaport or great industrial cen- 
ter; its main railways, navigable rivers 
and highways are in the hands of the 
invading armies. If this were a war 
between two imperialist nations, 
China could well be considered de- 
feated; in fact, to have been doomed 
to defeat before the war began. It is 
precisely in the profound political 
and economic differences between 
China and Japan that we can find the 
basis for China’s unswerving faith in 
the final victory over the fascist in- 
vader. This faith in victory is not 
founded on subjective wishes, but on 
hard realism arising from a sober 
examination of the economic, social, 
and political forces operating in the 
respective countries. 

Great alarm was felt by the friends 
of China at the fall of Hankow. While 
the international atmosphere was still 
tense with the betrayal of Czecho- 
slovakia, Japan’s troops marched into 
the backyard of Hongkong suspi- 
ciously to seize Canton without fight- 
ing. Within a few days, Hankow fell 
amidst a loudly organized campaign 
of peace rumors. It appeared that 


anything was possible. after Munich. 
The Japanese War Ministry, in effect, 
revived the world’s faith in China by 
warning the people of Japan that 
peace was still far away, that several 
more years of warfare were needed. 
And China, assembling its National 
Political Council, its symbol of democ- 
racy, coolly and confidently assured 
the world that its resistance would 
go until the invader was driven into 
the Pacific Ocean. 


THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE LOSS 
OF WUHAN 


Wuhan cities represented the last 
major industrial center and the direct 
railway link with the Northwest 
(where the Eighth Route army oper- 
ates) and the southern ports of Can- 
ton and Hongkong. Undoubtedly, in- 
dustry and lines of communication 
with the outside world are of decisive 
importance to China’s defense. These 
heavy losses encouraged the pro-Jap- 
anese elements and the vacillating 
circles who refused or feared to grasp 
the full significance and mighty 
power of the vast potential forces of 
hundreds of millions of their awaken- 
ing countrymen. These are the dan- 
gerous enemies in the life-blood of 
China that must be eliminated. The 
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eventual loss of China’s ports and 
concentrated industrial centers was 
not unexpected. All these centers 
and ports were either on the coast, 
along the Yangtse River, or on rail- 
ways, and consequently vulnerable to 
attack by the Japanese navy, tanks, 
and superior artillery. China was a 
weak and disunited nation on the eve 
of Japan’s invasion and only began 
gathering strength and power from 
its newly found unity after the war 
had begun. During the first six months 
of the war it lost no less than 75 per 
cents of its concentrated industrial 
areas (Tientsin, Shanghai, Soochow, 
Tsingtao, Nanking, etc.). Note that it 
took Japan three weeks to seize Tien- 
tsin, three months to take Shanghai, 
and six months to conquer Wuhan. 
The loss of the industrial centers was 
costly; but despite these great losses 
we witness a phenomenal qualitative 
improvement in the defensive and 
striking capacity of the Chinese 
armies. 

During the first three months of the 
war (at Shanghai) the ratio of casual- 
ties was estimated as high as ten to 
one in favor of Japan. During the 
six months’ defense of the approaches 
to Hankow the ratio was virtually 
even, in fact, growing unfavorable to 
Japan. This is a major achievement, 
dramatically illustrating the growth 
of the fighting capacity of China’s 
armies in contrast to the slow deterio- 
ration of Japan’s. The loss of its in- 
dustrial centers is the price China 
must pay for the eventual recovery 
and liberation of the entire country. 
While the fall of Shanghai resulted 
in the destruction of nearly all indus- 
trial enterprises, the later losses, in- 
cluding the fall of both Canton and 
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Wuhan cities, were preceded by time- 
ly and systematic evacuation of in- 
dustry to the invulnerable interior. 
While China lost its concentrated in- 
dustrial centers, it should be known 
that numerous small-scale industries, 
arsenals and extensive handicraft in- 
dustry, together with essential raw 
materials, abound in the vast uncon- 
quered interior regions. During the 
sixteen months of the war, uninter- 
rupted supplies of war materials and 
vital industrial equipment flowed into 
China via Hongkong in anticipation 
of the eventual fall of Canton. Simul- 
taneously, three additional lines of 
communication were used and im- 
proved, and now function effectively, 
through French Indo-China, British 
Burma, and the long but invulnerable 
road through Sinkiang to the Soviet 
Union. From the standpoint of war 
supplies the fall of Wuhan is far from 
decisive. 


FACTORS DETERMINING CHINA’S VICTORY 


Japan’s central military objective 
has been the destruction of China’s 
armies. Japan is further from achiev- 
ing this objective than at any time 
since the war began. Chinese armies, 
though suffering heavy losses, are not 
only intact, but tremendously en- 
larged and improved, having been 
supplemented by a million armed 
guerilla fighters operating in the rear 
of Japanese armies. 

China’s ultimate victory rests on the 
political awakening and _ systematic 
organization of its vast population, 
which is seven times larger than 
Japan’s. The incalculable power of 
more than four hundred million peo- 
ple consciously fighting against for- 
eign bondage is a force of tremendous 
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political and military significance. 
The pent-up revolutionary energies of 
China are now in the process of being 
mobilized and unleashed against the 
chief enemy of the people's liberties 
and pursuit of happiness. This mighty 
force was partly aroused in the revo- 
lutionary struggle for liberation in 
1925-27. Following that, the small 
Red Army proved invincible against 
six major campaigns by superior 
forces because its power was founded 
in the awakened and organized peo- 
ple in the limited Soviet Districts. 
This significant fact did not escape 
Chiang Kai-shek and the ruling circles 
of China when the fateful decision 
was reached to resist Japan to the 
end. It must, however, be said that 
the full use of this mighty potential 
force of the people has not been made 
to date. The ruling classes of China, 
facing annihilation at the hands of 
Japanese imperialists, rely basically on 
the people; yet they display fear and 
hesitation to utilize fully the mighty 
weapon which alone can save them 
and the country from colonial slavery. 

After the fall of Nanking last De- 
cember, Chiang Kai-shek made a state- 
ment to the effect that the center of 
decisive struggle in the course of long 
protracted resistance against the in- 
vader lies neither in Nanking nor in 
other big cities, but rather in the 
countryside and villages throughout 
the nation and in the firm determina- 
tion of broad masses of the people to 
resist. This coincides with the resis- 
tance proposals of the Communists of 
China who have set brilliant examples 
of political and military mobilization 
of the people on their sectors of the 
front, where Japan had received its 
most severe punishment. 
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Political unification of China means 
precisely the involving of the vast 
masses of people in consciously or- 
ganized participation in the war for 
their liberation. It means unifying 
all anti-Japanese parties and groups, 
as well as freeing the people from the 
worst forms of political restrictions 
and exploitation. Before the entire 
people of China can effectively and 
enthusiastically fight against the for- 
eign invader, their economic burdens 
must be eased and they must be given 
a minimum of democratic rights to 
exercise their initiative, to mobilize 
the economic resources and the fight- 
ing forces of the country. The prob- 
lem of organizing victorious resistance 
is in the first place a political prob- 
lem of organizing the people. The 
solution of the military problem flows 
from the awakened people. The army 
becomes the mighty fist of a mighty 
people bound to it with a million 
ties in the conduct of the revolution- 
ary war for independence. 

This organization of resistance is 
now proceeding in China at an accele- 
rated tempo.* In this lies the hope 
and assurance of victory. The devol- 
opment of firm, unified leadership of 
the war is an equally decisive factor. 
This, also, is proceeding along gen- 
erally favorable lines. The problem 
of forging a unified leadership is ex- 
tremely difficult in China, due to the 
existence of wide differentiations 
among the present ruling circles. 
Chiang Kai-shek represents the dom- 
inating circles of the ruling classes, 
which are prepared to fight to the end 





* We refer the reader to Comrade Baker's 
article, “The Communist Party in China's 
War for Liberation,” in The Communist for 
November.—The Editors. 
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in close cooperation with the Com- 
munist Party and all anti-Japanese 
groups. But there are circles that still 
hope that an agreement can be 
reached with Japan whereby their 
class interests may be partially pre- 
served in a Japanese-controlled colo- 
nial system. These groupings, in co- 
operation with the Trotskyites, sow 
seeds of defeatism, obstruct the unifi- 
cation processes, and oppose granting 
an extension of democracy. 

In each successive crisis some peo- 
ple question the reliability of Chiang 
Kai-shek. But Chiang’s reliability is 
not basically a question of personal 
integrity or strength of character. Be- 
fore the war Chiang’s power rested in- 
securely on narrow circles among the 
ruling classes dominating the Kuo- 
mintang, the party in power. Today 
the Kuomintang is a broader party 
embracing vastly broader circles of 
the population and the masses. 

The vastly increased power and 
prestige of Chiang Kai-shek and the 
Kuomintang are now based on the 
firm line of policy and practice of 
conducting the war of liberation. In 
addition, there is the powerful sup- 
port of the Communist Party, whose 
strength and influence have grown 
immeasurably since the war. 

The overwhelming majority of the 
people, including the middle classes 
and ruling classes, support the Chiang 
Kai-shek government because of its 
uncompromising anti-Japanese policy. 

Surely any serious attempt at peace 
negotiations now (unless Japan is de- 
feated) would seriously weaken the 
unity of China. It would create a 
split. But it is no longer possible to 
betray the war. The consolidation of 
the anti-Japanese movement is by now 








WUHAN AND PROSPECTS OF CHINA’S VICTORY 1117 


firmly founded among the masses, and 
reliable forces are present to lead the 
war, irrespective of possible deflec 
tions of individuals or groups. 

With the satisfactory solution of 
the stated major political problems, 
the tasks of mobilizing the military 
and material resources of the country 
become simplified. Unlike Japan, 
with its complicated and intricately 
balanced economic and _ political 
structure, China is basically a simple 
agrarian country with a simple econ- 
omy and financial system. Its unity, 
simplicity and vastness are the sources 
of its strength in the present crisis. 
The port cities and coastal industrial 
centers represented the artificial de- 
velopments of foreign imperialist in- 
vasions and did not arise from, but 
rather hindered, the normal economic 
development of China. Their loss was 
a costly blow in the war emergency, 
but did not vitally affect the internal 
economy of the country. Such losses 
would be fatal to modern industrial 
nations. This simple economy further 
fits China’s basic military strategy of 
protracting the war in order to wear 
out the enemy and to gain time to 
mobilize the people and the resources 
of China. Time is on the side of 
China. The vast unconquered regions 
of China are virtually without modern 
highways. In these undeveloped re- 
gions the highly mechanized Japanese 
army loses its advantages. Here the 
Chinese armies become superior. 

The superb examples of mobile 
warfare set by the Eighth Army have 
been largely adopted by the General 
Staff as standard tactics. The sensa- 


tional victory of the Chinese troops 
at Taierchwang last spring was the 
first fruit of the new tactics. In the 
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uncharted areas of the interior Jap- 
anese troops will be permitted to ad- 
vance into well laid traps where they 
can be easily surrounded and deci- 
mated. Supplementing the growing 
Chinese armies, the million guerilla 
warriors are transforming the Japa- 
nese rear into a new front. The regu- 
lar army becomes fused with the 
armed people. The devastating effect 
of guerilla warfare, coordinated with 
the mobile war of maneuver, becomes 
extremely dangerous and costly to the 
invader operating with long lines of 
communications supplying their 2,500 
miles of front in a vast hostile 
country. 


JAPAN "Ss FATAL WEAKNESSES 


With some recent notable excep- 
tions, Japan has won every important 
battle in the war. These exceptions 
did not prove the proverbial rule but 
rather exploded the alleged invincibil- 
ity of Japan’s war machine. Japan has 
captured and devastated China's 
coastal cities, while its own country 
and industries did not suffer from di- 
rect war destruction. And yet it can 
be said, with considerable certainty, 
that Japan will lose the war in China. 
The long boasted claim that Japan’s 
army is a first class army has already 
been shattered. The alleged unity of 
Japan’s people is a carefully built-up 
myth. The Japanese people are sullen 
and unwilling pawns in the predatory 
war. While China introduces and ex- 
tends democracy, fascist military rule 
has destroyed all vestiges of it in 
Japan, transforming the country into 
a military prison. Japan dares not 
trust its own people. 

Japanese disproportionate military 
power conceals its semi-feudal agricul- 


-sets the 
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ture and the small-scale semi-handi- 
craft industry on which it is based. 
Japan’s military might is resting on a 
foundation of strains and _ stresses 
created by the most profound internal 
contradictions. Half its population, 
the peasantry, is subjected to semi- 
feudal exploitation and to hopeless, 
ever-deepening feudal poverty which 
living standards for the 
cruelly exploited proletariat. The 
small industry of the middle classes is 
retarded in its normal development 
by the highly centralized monopoly 
control of finance capital in the grip 
of a handful of wealthy families. 

Capitalist development in Japan has 
not uprooted the powerful feudal sur- 
vivals which hinder the development 
of a home market requiring a growing 
buying power of the people. Native 
industry (for home consumption) and 
the living standards of the people have 
hardly passed the feudal levels of the 
last few centuries. The single highly 
developed modern industry is textile, 
which produces solely for the export 
markets. The only other significant 
modern industries are the direct war 
industries. Because Japan lacks ad- 
equate material resources necessary for 
a modern industrial nation, it has 
failed to develop a normal balanced 
economy. To secure the vast quan- 
tities of raw materials for its war 
needs from abroad it orients it econ- 
omy primarily on export and arma- 
ments. 

The vast demands of the un- 
expectedly protracted war have un- 
balanced its intricately organized 
economy. War needs, international 


boycotts, and shortage of raw ma- 
terials are ruining the export indus- 
tries and are subjecting the entire 






































economy to a terrific strain. The cost 
of the war, however, mounts daily; 
taxes grow, the cost of living mounts, 
inflation is accelerated, deficit bonds 
cannot be absorbed, the income of the 
people declines, unrest in the colonies 
becomes menacing, class contradic- 
tions become intensified, and the rule 
of fascist military dictatorship be- 
comes more rigid and violent. The 
sharpening inner contradictions are 
developing a pent-up force that is 
bound to explode with tremendous so- 
cial detonations. The people are real- 
izing that this is a predatory war bene- 
fiting only the wealthy ruling class. 
Japan is resting on a social volcano. 
While the worst of China’s feudal 
survivals are being eased and some 
liquidated in the fires of the war for 
liberation, the feudal survivals of 
Japan, together with growing oppres- 
sion at home and in the colonies, are 
being buttressed with bayonets to 
prevent their being burst asunder by 
the mounting social pressure of the 
people. In this situation, the small 
heroic Communist Party of Japan 
resolutely carries on its historic task 
of preparing and uniting the people 
to defeat the military fascist dictator- 
ship, despite the most cruel and savage 
persecution. 


TASKS AHEAD 


The foregoing analysis of internal 
weaknesses and contradictions of Jap- 
anese imperialism explains the desper- 
ate adventurism of the fascist military 
ruling class. As the inner contradic- 
tions become intensified its policy of 
aggression becomes bolder and more 
adventurous. It is staking everything 
on the gamble to crush China as the 
first step in its wild aim of conquering 
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In this totalitarian war 


the world. 
the militarist adventurers do not hesi- 


tate to trample on the interests of 
Britain, France and the United States. 
Already they have proclaimed virtual 
monopoly over all China and the Far 
East. 

Their reckless adventurism, coupled 
with their stated aim of conquering 
the entire Pacific basin, confronts the 
entire world with the danger of being 
drawn into the bloody conflict. While 
their ambitions received a sharp set- 
back on the Soviet Union’s borders 
last summei, the Munich agreement 
has given them new courage and bold- 
ness. This latest fascist conspiracy is 
part and parcel of the infamous 
“Anti-Comintern” Pact directed 
against wold democracy and whets the 
appetite of the fascist gangster in 
the Pacific area. 

Unless steps are taken to discourage 
and quarantine this dangerous enemy 
of mankind, the people of the Pacific 
countries, including the United States, 
face grave consequences. 

In this dangerous situation the 
United States of America supplies the 
fascist war-makers of Japan with 54 
per cent of its vital war materials. 

This shameful act makes America 
a silent partner and an accomplice 
of Japan in the savage attack upon 
the people of China, and supplies the 
Japanese war-makers with the means 
to create a basis for a future attack 
upon the people of the United 
States. American munition manu- 
facturers are aiding Japan to conquer 
China and realize their ambitions of 
world conquest. 

The mutual interests of the people 
of China and America require and de- 
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mand that this shameful traffic with 
Japan be stopped by the American 
government. 

An embargo on war goods to Japan 
will be America’s greatest single con- 
tribution to safeguarding peace and 
democracy in the Pacific basin. The 
deep sympathy and admiration of 
America for China’s heroic people 
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must also find their expression in the 
form of government credits, food, 
clothing, and arms to China, in order 
to enable them to achieve indepen- 
dence. The people of America can 
give immediate and effective expres- 
sion of their solidarity with the people 
of China by intensifying the boycott 
of Japanese goods. 





“The real history of our country, now being excavated from 
under the refuse and falsifications of race prejudice, shows 
that the American Negroes have always played a progressive 


role. . 


. . The struggles of the Negroes, for voting rights, the 


Herndon case, the Scottsboro case, the organization of Negroes 
and whites in unions on the waterfronts, in the steel and textile 
mills, on the farms, will be an important factor in awakening 


the South to progressive action.” 


James W. Ford, The Negro and the Democratic rront, p. 203. 
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THE PHILIPPINES MOBILIZE AGAINST 


JAPANESE AGGRESSION * 


[On October 29-31 the Communist 
Party of the Philippine Islands held 
its Third National Convention— 
amidst popular enthusiasm, after a 
successful fight for legality. 

Three hundred and eighty delegates 
from twelve provinces, including 57 
delegates from the Socialist Party, 
adopted the convention resolutions, 
providing for: support for the exten- 
sion of democracy, the struggle against 
fascism within and without, directing 
the main attack against Japanese fas- 
cist penetration, supporting the pro- 
gressive measures of President Que- 
zon, and also advancing the main de- 
mands of the workers and peasants. 

The high point of the convention 
was reached when the merger of the 
Communist and Socialist Parties was 
unanimously approved. The name of 
the combined parties is “The Commu- 
nist Party of the Philippines (Merger 
Socialist-Communist Parties).” 

Crisanto Evangelista was elected 
National Chairman; Pedro Abad San- 
tos, the venerable Socialist leader, Na- 
tional Vice-Chairman; and Guillermo 
Capadocia, General Secretary.—The 
Editors.] . 





* Draft statement approved by the Extraor- 
dinary Plenary Session of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party of the 


Philippine Islands, August 26-28, 1938, and 
submitted to the Party membership for dis- 
cussion in preparation for the National Con- 
vention of the Communist 
29-31. 


Party, October 
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HE question of Philippine inde- 
‘Saas is now again being de- 
bated on all sides. A wide difference 
of opinion exists among Filipinos. 
Immediate and complete indepen- 
dence, dominion status, and extended 
commonwealth are among the solu- 
tions most often proposed. Upon the 
decision of our people depend the 
happiness, prosperity and security 
of our country. The Communist 
Party of the Philippine Islands wants 
to state its position on independence 
so fully and clearly that everyone will 
understand it and, we hope, accept 
it as his own. 


DEMOCRACY VS. FASCISM 


We cannot separate the destiny of 
our country from the destiny of man- 
kind. In the world today two prin- 
cipal forces are locked in struggle. 
The rapacious fascist and militarist 
powers are engaged in a crusade 
against the democratic and _peace- 
loving peoples. Italy has raped Ethio- 
pia and is carrying on a war of in- 
vasion against republican Spain. Ger- 
many has seized Austria, is preparing 
to take Czechoslovakia, and carries on 
a war against democracy in Spain. 
Japan raped Manchuria, is engaged 
in a war for the domination of China 
and threatens the peace and autonomy 
of all the peoples of Asia and Malay- 
sia. The fascists of Japan, Germany 









1122 


and Italy are the war-makers, threat- 
ening the destruction of all the ad- 
vances made by humanity through the 
centuries. 

Opposed to them are the forces of 
democracy and peace. The demo- 
cratic and peace-seeking peoples of 
the world have the honorable and 
historic mission of putting a stop to 
aggression, restoring and preserving 
peace, and clearing the way for the 
fullest development of democracy. 
The noble Spanish republicans are 
engaged in a decisive struggle against 
that same class of Spanish tyrants who 
held us in subjection for three cen- 
turies and who today accept the aid 
of the fascist foreign mercenaries 
against their own people. The Chi- 
nese people, in their heroic struggle 
for national salvation, are at the same 
time fighting our battle for democracy 
and independence. The vital issues 
which face mankind are democracy 
against fascism, peace against war, 
progress against reaction. The devel- 
opment of our democracy, the preser- 
vation of our national integrity, the 
well-being and prosperity of our peo- 
ple, the attainment of our complete 
independence are inseparable from 
the worldwide struggle of democracy 
against fascism. 

Our country is not immune to the 
plots and aggression of the fascist pow- 
ers. The agents of Franco, who at the 
same time represent the biggest Span- 
ish monopoly interests in the 
Philippines, are freely engaged in or- 
ganizing assistance to the rebels in 
Spain and in setting up groups of fas- 
cists in our country. Since the estab- 
lishment of the Berlin-Rome-Tokio 
alliance, there can be no doubt that 
the agents of Franco are working in 
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unison with the agents of these fascist 
powers to undermine and destroy our 
national autonomy. 

We would condemn ourselves in ad- 
vance to national suicide if we blinded 
ourselves to the fact that we lie in the 
direct path of the Japanese war of 
conquest. The Japanese fascists, 
allied with the fascists of Germany 
and Italy, are preparing a new world 
war against the forces of world de- 
mocracy, and to this end they are 
ready to convert the Philippines into 
another militarist base for aggression 
against the peoples of the Far East. 
Japanese warships and secret agents 
are active throughout the Pacific and 
the Straits. Japan is entrenched in 
Formosa, near the northern end of 
our country; her warships and planes 
dominate our direct line of com- 
munication with Hongkong and Sing- 
apore; she has penetrated deeply in 
the Dutch East Indies and Borneo; 
from the Mandated Islands—she is in 
a position to send her bombing planes 
over the Philippines. In anticipation 
of becoming the master of the Philip- 
pines, Japanese officials have adopted 
the same arrogant attitude towards 
our government and our people as 
they have to China. On a number of 
occasions Tokio has already threat- 
ened us with a direful fate should we 
undertake any actions against the in- 
terests of the Japanese imperialists in 
our country. Their consular officials 
take advantage of diplomatic immun- 
ity to interfere in our internal af- 
fairs, even to the extent of restricting 
our democratic rights by demanding 
the abolition of all actions on behalf 
of our heroic brother people in China. 
Japan already considers herself the 
potential master of our country, and 




















simply awaits the opportunity to fall 
upon us, with the connivance of trai- 
tors in our midst, and convert us into 
another Manchukuo, Korea or For- 
mosa. 

This supreme danger to our na- 
tional integrity and to the prospects 
of independence cannot be ignored. 
We have a tremendous responsibility 
to our people and to the cause of 
world democracy. Our centuries-long 
fight for freedom, our heroic struggle 
against the Spanish tyrants and 
against the American imperialists, our 
persistent fight since then to regain 
national patrimony, to win 
greater political liberties and to ad- 
vance our cause of independence de- 
mand of us that we continue that 
glorious tradition until we have won 
our freedom. The martyrs of our 
revolution—Burgos, Rizal, Bonifacio, 
Luna—demand that we continue our 
persistent fight for freedom and de- 
mocracy. The Communist Party, 
which has always held dear and sacred 
the memory of our martyrs and the 
sacrifices of our people for indepen- 
dence, believes that our common 
cause is too sacred to permit irrespon- 
sible and adventurist speculation to 
enter into deliberations on the ques- 
tion of independence. The Filipino 
people must chart such a source as 
will safeguard them against aggres- 
sion by Japan, preserve their nation- 
hood, strengthen the forces of world 
democracy and lead to independence, 
firmly based upon democracy and se- 
curity against foreign aggression. 


our 


INDEPENDENCE, FIRM AND SECURE 


The Communist Party of the Philip- 
pines holds inalienable the right of 
the Filipino people to self-determina- 
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tion, the right to independence. This 
right, for which the Filipino people 
have heroically and stubbornly fought 
throughout their history, has been 
recognized. It is recognized in the In- 
dependence Act, in which a progres- 
sive American government has sol- 
emnly guaranteed it for 1946, and 
confirmed by a plebiscite of our own 
people. This is a victory which we 
must zealously guard and defend. Yet, 
it is precisely this right to indepen- 
dence which is now endangered by the 
fascist aggressors. It is this right which 
we must preserve as a basis for further 
democratic gains, and our eventual 
national independence. Our only 
hope of maintaining the right of in- 
dependence and securing our freedom 
rests, not in reliance upon the Japa- 
nese military-fascists and their allies, 
but in our continued and firmer co- 
operation with the forces of world 
democracy. 

The right to separate from the 
United States does not place upon us 
the obligation to separate. Whether 
our people chose to separate now or 
even in 1946, depends upon the 
specific situation under which we are 
asked to make this choice. In 1946, 
complete separation from the United 
States may be the best assurance of 
democracy and independence for our 
country. Under present circumstances, 
separation does not assure the best 
means towards the attainment of 
fuller democracy for the people and 
complete independence. Immediate 
severance of all relations with the 
United States would mean cutting 
ourselves loose from one of the most 
democratic powers in the Pacific, and 
would be a fatal blow to our inde- 
pendence, peace and security. The 
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interests of the Filipino people lie in 
establishing their unity with the dem- 
ocratic and progressive forces in the 
States with the other 
democratic peoples, and not in an at- 
titude which would favor the projects 
of fascism and place the Philippines 
under the heel of the Mikado. 

The masses of our people in their 
traditional and ardent aspiration for 
freedom are the greatest force for 
The should be 
wary of unprincipled advocates of 


United and 


democracy. masses 
“independence right now, at all costs.” 
Those persons either know not where- 
of they speak, or are agents of a for- 
eign power, or innocent tools of such 
agents who are attempting to provoke 
us into blindly severing all relations 
with the United States. Fascism 
thrives upon the disunity of the peo- 
ple, and it is therefore in the interests 
of the aggressor fascist powers to in- 
duce a state of chaos and disunity 
among a people whom they intend to 
conquer. There are elements in our 
country who, under the slogan of 
“Asia for the Asiatics,” are taking ad- 
vantage of the aspirations of our peo- 
ple for freedom to create a false pic- 
ture of Japan as a liberator. 

Our people cannot and will not fall 
victim to this dangerous propaganda 
inspired by a power which has already 
enslaved a number of Eastern peoples 
and is seeking to subdue all of Asia. 
The this propaganda 
among our people are engaged in the 
criminal, adventurist game of specu- 
lating upon the “assistance” of Japan 
in a revolt against our commonwealth 
and the United States. They are play- 
ing the same role as the Nazi agents 
played in Austria, which led to the 
seizure of that country by Germany. 


bearers of 
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These elements are enemies of the 
people, traitors to our cause of de- 
mocracy and independence. The 
course they are following, if they are 
not stopped, will turn us over to the 
tender mercies of the most reactionary 
and fascist circles which now domi- 
nate Japan. 

At the same time the Communist 
Party is opposed to any form of per- 
manent retention by the United 
States. American monopoly interests 
in the Philippines, supported by some 
Filipino sugar and other business 
circles closely tied to the American 
interests, are taking advantage of the 
dangerous situation in which our 
country finds itself, to urge the accept- 
ance of perpetual American sover- 
eignty. The chief issue now is not 
immediate independence versus some 
form of permanent American sov- 
ereignty. The chief issue now is de- 
mocracy and the preservation of our 
national integrity versus fascism and 
militarist aggression. We see no reason 
or necessity for the Filipino people, 
under the pressure of internal and 
international forces, to commit them- 
selves now to dominion, extended 
commonwealth, or any other status 
involving permanent American sover- 
eignty. 

The well-being of our people, the 
preservation and extension of our 
democratic rights and advancement 
of the cause of complete independence 
can best be obtained, under the pres- 
ent circumstances, within the form 
of relationship established under the 
Independence Act. We must defend 
and maintain all rights thus far won, 
which are contained in the Indepen- 
dence Act and in the Constitution of 
the Commonwealth in the form of the 





























Bill of Rights, a republican and demo- 
cratic mode of government, a greater 
degree of self-government than we 
have up to now enjoyed, and the rec- 
ognition of our right to independence. 
We must defend these rights against 
reactionary and fascist elements from 
within and against intervention and 
aggression from without. We must 
preserve our national patrimony from 
monopoly interests, protect and de- 
velop our resources and our indus- 
tries. 

At the same time, we must seek to 
broaden and extend our democracy 
and to obtain greater national auton- 
omy even before the expiration of the 
Independence Bill. In fact, the fur- 
ther development of democratic rela- 
tions would establish the best condi- 
tions for friendly and _ voluntary 
collaboration between the American 
Under the 
present relationship it is possible to 
achieve even greater self-government 
and autonomy on all matters relating 
to the welfare of the Filipino people, 
and to obtain equal rights for our 
nationals in Hawaii and in the United 
States. If the revision of the Inde- 
pendence Act should become a ques- 
tion of the moment, the Communist 
Party would urge the Filipino people 
to favor the establishment of a demo- 
cratic and independent Filipino re- 
public, which would freely and volun- 
tarily enter into treaties of political 
amity, mutual aid for purposes of de- 
fense, and trade reciprocity with the 
United States. The Filipino people 
can make this choice through a free 
plebiscite, and enjoy the complete 
fulfilment of our right of self-deter- 
mination. 


and Filipino — peoples. 
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FOR PEACE AND DEMOCRACY, 
AGAINST WAR AND FASCISM 


The question of our liberty cannot 
be separated from the question of war 
and peace. The Filipino people want 
peace. We do not want to see our 
cities and our barrios subjected to the 
kind of barbarian slaughter of the in- 
nocents which took place at Guernica, 
Barcelona, Madrid, Shanghai, Nan- 
king, Amoy and Canton. Some people 
tell us that as long as we retain our 
relationship with the United States, 
our country will be turned into a 
battleground as the objective of the 
enemy. According to them, immediate 
and total independence would assure 
our isolation from any major conflict. 
Do these people seriously believe that 
Japan would not immediately seize 
the Philippines to use as a base against 
China, Dutch East Indies, Indo-China, 
and the United States? Or are they 
too dishonest to admit that what they 
really have in mind is that the Fili- 
pino people would be foolish enough 
to hand themselves over without a 
struggle to the Japanese militarists? 
We wish to assure them that the 
Filipino people will fight bravely and 
courageously, as they have in ihe past, 
for their freedom, and that they will 
fight on the side of progress and de- 
mocracy against reaction and fascism. 

It is not too late to avoid the world 
war which the fascist powers are pre- 
paring, which they have already be- 
gun. But the way to do so is not the 
way of retreat before every threat or 
advance made by the fascist powers. 
As long as China retreated before 
every threat of the Japanese militarists 
and attempted to compromise with 
the aggressor at the expense of its na- 
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tional integrity, Japan took Man- 
churia, then established its hegemony 
in North China and continued to 
place further humiliating demands be- 
fore the Chinese people. Only when 
the national unity of the Chinese peo- 
ple was forged on the basis of the 
united front between the Kuomintang 
and the Communist Party was eifec- 
tive resistance established which made 
every Japanese advance costly, ad- 
ministered a number of resounding 
defeats to Japanese arms, and has 
shown to the world that China will 
fight to a victorious end against the 
aggressor. 

The way to preserve and restore 
peace is the road of collective security 
against aggression, the road of col- 
laboration between all the democratic 
peoples to quarantine the war-makers. 
If the fascists and militarists have had 
free reign, it is because the demo- 
cratic powers have wavered, failing 
thus far to enforce collective sanc- 
tions against aggressors. But the demo- 
cratic peoples are clamoring for their 
governments to act, and we must add 
the united support of our people to 
that of the democratic and progessive 
forces in the United States for the ap- 
plication of the policies of collective 
security and quarantining the agres- 
sor, as proclaimed in the speech of 
President Roosevelt on October 5, 
1937- 

It is no accident that in the United 
States the most reactionary and anti- 
New Deal forces are to be found 
among the isolationists as well as 
among those who are clamoring the 
loudest for complete, absolute and 
immediate independence for the 
Philippines. Thus, Representative 
O'Malley, who speaks for the dairy 
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trust, tries to play the role of an anti 
imperialist by shouting for immediate 
independence for the Philippines and 
for a policy of isolationism. 

Thus, Senator Vandenberg, leader 
of the most reactionary section of the 
Republican Party and opponent of 
every New Deal measure which bene- 
fits the people, as spokesman of the 
biggest monopoly capitalists, demands 
the independence of the Philippines. 

Thus, Herbert Hoover, the glorified 
spokesman of big business, attempts 
to hide his fascist sympathies under 
the cloak of demagogic concern for 
democracy and liberty, attacks Roose- 
velt as “dictator,” and in his fight 
against the progressive forces in the 
United States seeks to assure a free 
hand to the fascist powers in their 
barbarous crusade against democracy. 
The fascist and reactionary elements 
in the United States, the monopolists 
and big business, who are engaged in 
a ferocious drive against the stand- 
ards of living and the democratic 
rights of the American people, are the 
chief forces blocking the path towards 
the realization of an American foreign 
policy for collective security. 

Those people are the direct polit- 
ical descendants of President McKin- 
ley and the imperialists who raped 
our country while we were in the 
process of winning our independence 
from Spain. These are the elements 
who have connections abroad with 
the fascist and militarist powers, who 
connive with the agents of Italian, 
German and Japanese fascism in 
Latin America, and who would like 
to see fascism triumphant against the 
will and the desire of the overwhelm- 
ing majority of the American people. 
Agitation for the immediate severance 




















of all relations with the United States 
at the present time plays into the 
hands of the most reactionary ele- 
ments in the United States, who seize 
upon this agitation as a ground for 
demanding the complete withdrawal 
of the United States from the Far East 
and rejection of concerted action by 
the democratic powers to establish a 
system of collective security. 

On the other hand, the labor and 
democratic movement in the United 
States, which is engaged in a fight 
constantly to improve the conditions 
of the people and to preserve their 
democracy against the fascists and 
monopolists, are rendering support to 
President Roosevelt's progressive pol- 
icies and particularly are demanding 
that the policy of collective security 
and quarantining the war-makers be 
enforced. These are the people who 
remain loyal to the great democratic 
traditions of America, who are carry- 
ing on in the tradition of the Peo- 
ple’s Party and the Anti-Imperialist 
League, which demanded our inde- 
pendence when President McKinley 
sent troops against us. 

A unity of the democratic peoples 
of the Western hemisphere—Canada, 
the United States, Mexico and the 
Latin-American countries—is being 
forged against fascism within these 
countries, against the plotting of the 
fascist powers, and for peace, democ- 
racy and security. The Good Neigh- 
bor policy, enunciated by President 
Roosevelt, as the guide to the rela- 
tions of the U.S. to the countries in 
the Western hemisphere, is being put 
into practice by the peoples of these 
countries as a Good Neighbor policy 
between the democratic and progres- 
sive forces against reaction and fas- 
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cism. The Filipino people, exposed 
as they are to the direct onslaught of 


Japanese militarism, can preserve 
their national autonomy and guar- 
antee independence and security by 
adherence to the democratic front of 
the Western hemisphere. 

A great responsibility rests upon us. 
We are a link between the demo- 
cratic and progressive peoples of the 
Western Hemisphere and the peoples 
of the East. Japan, which is the chief 
carrier of the fascist front in the East, 
is allied with Germany and Italy, the 
bearers of the fascist crusade in Eu- 
rope and in the Western Hemisphere, 
where Japan is also active. If we per- 
mit the Japanophiles to dictate our 
policies, we will weaken the forces of 
democracy both in Asia and in the 
Americas. We bear a great respon- 
sibility to the heroic Chinese people, 
to the suppressed democratic forces in 
Japan, to our Malaysian brothers in 
the Dutch East Indies, to Indo-China 
and India, to the people of the Amer- 
icas. We are happy to bear this re- 
sponsibility, since it is tied up with 
our own cause of democracy and in- 
dependence. 


IMPROVE THE CONDITIONS OF THE 
PEOPLE 


The fate of democracy and the 
cause of independence are bound up 
with the vital demands of the masses. 
The struggle for liberty is inseparable 
from the struggle to improve the con- 
ditions of the masses. Full democracy 
provides the best conditions for car- 
rying on the struggle for a better life; 
the full freedom of the people to fight 
for better conditions strengthens de- 
mocracy. The movement of the 
masses of the people must not be 
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feared. The initiative of the masses 
must be encouraged and their actions 
supported—for the popular movement 
of the masses is the best guarantee of 
democracy, of preserving the national 
integrity of our country and of es- 
tablishing a free and democratic 
republic. 

The main danger to our liberty and 
our democratic institutions, which we 
are seeking to develop and extend 
further, are the fascist adventurists 
and Japanophile elements. Allied 
with the agents of Franco and his sup- 
porters, with some fascist-minded 
American monopolists in our country, 
and with a small clique of Filipino 
reactionaries, these elements threaten 
to destroy democracy, force our coun- 
try into a tacit suicidal alliance with 
the forces of world reaction and util- 
ize the cause of Filipino indepen- 
dence to defeat the forces of progress 
and democracy. 

The Communist Party declares that 
the main issue now is democracy 
versus fascism. We pledge ourselves 
to the defense of all democratic in- 
stitutions against the subversive forces 
of reaction which are attempting to 
undermine them. We will be among 
the first to oppose, with everything 
within our power, the action of any 
conspiratorial group or clique, party, 
or organization, or any agency of a 
foreign power, which attempts to un- 
dermine and destroy the democratic 
institutions and the democratic rights 
of our country. 

In pursuance of our aim to defend 
and extend democracy and to further 
the cause of independence, the Com- 
munist Party realizes the necessity of 
a system of national defense. We favor 
defense dedicated to the purpose of 


preserving the autonomy of our coun- 
try against aggressors, and as a neces- 
sary step in the direction of inde- 
pendence and the attainment of full 
national sovereignty. The building of 
our national defense must go hand in 
hand with the building of our na- 
tional industry. However, we can de- 
velop our national defense only in 
accordance with our means and the 
level of our economic development. 
To go beyond that would mean plac- 
ing an unbearable burden upon our 
people. While accepting the tech- 
nical aid of the United States and 
whatever other assistance may be of- 
fered, our country must place prin- 
cipal emphasis upon support of the 
policy of collective security as the best 
means of stopping the aggressor and 
restoring peace. Collaboration in such 
a policy with the democratic and pro- 
gressive forces of the United States, 
and through them with China, the 
Dutch East Indies and Holland, Indo- 
China and France, and the Soviet 
Union offers the best means of protect- 
ing our national integrity. Although 
the Filipino people will fight stub- 
bornly and heroically against the ag- 
gressor, it is clear that we can preserve 
our autonomy more easily and with 
less sacrifices, through collaboration 
with the democratic powers. Only 
those experts who are in the isola- 
tionist camp, or who would like to 
desert the Philippines entirely to the 
mercies of Japan, claim that our 
country is self-sufficient and impreg- 
nable. This kind of loose talk only 
has the effect of blinding our people 
to the real danger facing them and 
diverting them from a policy of col- 
lective security. If we should attempt 
to base our national defense upon a 
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policy of self-sufficiency and isolation, 
as these people suggest, we would 
jeopardize our security and national 
safety. Besides, if the commonwealth, 
with the limited resources at its com- 
mand, should attempt to put such a 
policy into operation, it could result 
only in attempting to build up arma- 
ments far beyond the ability or the 
endurance of the country to bear. 

While supporting the policy of na- 
tional defense and placing principal 
emphasis upon the need of collective 
security, the Communist Party points 
out that the burden of our national 
defense must not be permitted to fall 
upon the backs of the masses. On the 
initiative of President Quezon, the 
National Assembly has already taken 
some progressive steps, although still 
but a slight beginning, towards revis- 
ing our system of taxation. In the in- 
terests of the national welfare of the 
people, taxes must be reduced for the 
poor, and increased against the large 
corporations, inherited fortunes and 
the higher incomes. 

Under no circumstances must the 
armed forces be used against labor, the 
peasants, or the people fighting for 
better conditions, democracy and lib- 
erty; nor must they be used to inter- 
fere with the right of labor to organize 
and strike, or with the right of our 
people to assemble. The masses can- 
not trust a government which employs 
force against them. Our national army 
must become an army of the people, 
educated in the purposes of our na- 
tional defense, in the spirit of democ- 
racy and cooperation with the people. 
Our Party holds that the best army is 
an army close to the people, and sug- 
gests that the national morale of our 
soldiers can be enhanced by institut- 
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ing a system of popular learning, by 
protecting full freedom of conscience, 
by granting political rights to the 
army divisions. 

Our Party is opposed to the policy 
of forceful assimilation being em- 
ployed against the non-Christian peo- 
ples in our country. This policy, 
which is being enforced with the use 
of the army, can only result in dis- 
uniting the peoples of our Archi- 
pelago and in offering Japan or any 
other aggressor power a new base for 
intervention in the Philippines. We 
favor extending full equal rights to 
the Moro provinces, equal representa- 
tion in the National Assembly, full 
freedom to pursue their own religion 
and cultural traditions, practical aid 
to help raise the economic level of 
those areas, the rights of self-govern- 
ment equal to those existing in the 
Filipino provinces, and the free right 
of self-determination. If we do not 
guarantee those rights to the Moro 
people, they will continue to distrust 
and hate the Filipino people and be 
turned away from us by reactionary 
and fascist forces who demagogically 
employ the slogan of liberation. 


FOR THE DEMOCRATIC FRONT 


Our Party stands for national inde- 
pendence and the eventual establish- 
ment of socialism in our country. We 
believe that the problems of the 
Filipino people cannot be fully solved 
except under a free and democratic 
republic and under socialism, which 
is the highest form of democracy. 
In the Soviet Union, where socialism 
is established, the conditions of the 
masses are being continuously im- 
proved, unemployment does not exist, 
the land and industries are in the 
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hands of the people. The new Stalin- 
ist Constitution establishes as an or- 
ganic law of the land the right of the 
people to work, as well as the right 
to leisure, and the fullest democracy 
yet enjoyed by mankind. 

We recognize that our country has 
not yet reached the level of develop- 
ment where establishment of socialism 
is immediately possible and that this 
goal is not acceptable as yet to the ma- 
jority of our people. We also recog- 
nize that even on the question of 
independence there is much disagree- 
ment. But we also recognize that the 
chief concern of our country now is 
to improve conditions of work and 
life, to defend and extend democratic 
liberties, to preserve our country from 
the ravages of intervention and war. 
The Communist Party, therefore, is 
ready to do all in its power to obtain 
these immediate objectives. The first 
essential condition is to establish the 
unity of the Filipino people, upon a 
basis of democracy and the public 
welfare. 

We are ready to cooperate with all 
parties, political groups, labor, peas- 
ant and fraternal organizations, no 
matter what our differences may be 
with regard to ultimate aims and pro- 
gram, for the purpose of establishing 
a democratic front of the Filipino 
people, devoted to the improvement 
of our conditions, the defense and ex- 
tension of our democratic rights, to 
safeguarding our national autonomy 
and furthering our cause of indepen- 
dence, peace and security. The unity 
of the Filipino people is absolutely 
necessary if we are to preserve our 
national integrity. Disrupters of the 
national unity, based upon the needs 
and desires of the Filipino people, are 
traitors to their people and to the 
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cause of democracy and _indepen- 
dence. 

We call upon the Popular Alliance, 
all the parties and organizations which 
compose it, upon all the progressives 
and democrats of the Nationalist 
Party, upon all labor and peasant 
organizations, upon the youth and the 
women’s organizations, to join with 
us to initiate and build the democratic 
national unity—the national demo- 
cratic front—of the Filipino people. 
We offer President Quezon the con- 
sistent cooperation of our Party to 
organize mass support for, and to 
realize legislation of a progressive and 
democratic character, and to carry on 
further along the path of democracy. 
We stand ready to drop all differences 
of the past in the face of the present 
national emergency in order to make 
possible the democratic unity of the 
people. On the basis of a democratic 
front we see the possibility in the very 
near future of establishing the full 
unity of the people in support of a 
government which will demonstrate 
its resolve in no uncertain terms to 
carry out the program desired by the 
people. 

Forward to the democratic front of 
the Filipino people! 

For peace and democracy, against 
fascism and war! 

Hail friendly collaboration between 
the American and Filipino peoples for 
democracy, peace and security! 

For a free, prosperous and demo- 
cratic Philippines! 


Central Committee, Communist 
Party of the Philippine Islands, 


CRISANTO EVANGELISTA, 
National Chairman, 


GUILLERMO CAPADOCIA, 
General Secretary. 
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CABLE OF GREETINGS FROM THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF THE 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE NATIONAL CONVENTION 
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 


T 1s with great happiness that I 
I extend fraternal greetings to your 
National Convention on behalf of 
the National Committee and 80,000 
members of the Communist Party of 
United States. The conditions under 
which your convention meets evidence 
the extension of democracy within the 
Philippines and the growing national 
unity of the Filipino people against 
the growing menace of reaction and 
fascism, especially against Japanese 
aggression which directly threatens 
the liberties and national sovereignty 
of the Philippines. 

In the present world situation, the 
Communist Party of the Philippine 
Islands, together with Filipino work- 
ing people, is confronted with tasks of 
defending the national security of the 
Philippines against Japanese fascist 
aggression, improving the well-being 
of the Filipino masses, and of protect- 
ing and extending Philippine democ- 
racy as part of the movement towards 
the eventual complete self-determina- 
tion of the Philippines. 

Therefore, your convention, in plac- 
ing in the forefront the problems of 
achieving working class unity, of 
forging a powerful national demo- 
cratic front for peace and democracy, 
of building the Communist Party of 
the Philippine Islands into a mass 
Party championing the needs and 
rights of all the working people, and 
of strengthening the solidarity move- 
ment of political and material aid to 
the heroic Spanish and Chinese peo- 


ples, is advancing that program which 
can best defend and promote the most 
vital interests of the working people 
and the Philippine nation and Com- 
monwealth. 

I assure you that the Communist 
Party of United States, together with 
the rest of the American labor and 
progressive movement which is build- 
ing a democratic people’s front for 
democracy, security and peace, will 
strengthen its fraternal ties and soli- 
darity with the Filipino people. We 
will vigorously extend our common 
struggle against the economic royal- 
ists and pro-fascist monopolies who 
seek to destroy American democracy, 
violate the Good Neighbor policy of 
the Roosevelt administration, and 
strive to steer America onto the path 
of fascism and war. 

Long live the Communist Party of 
the Philippine Islands and its leader, 
Comrade Crisanto Evangelista! 

Long live the unity of Filipino 
workers and people and international 
working class solidarity for peace, 
democracy and social progress! 

Long live the friendship and col- 
laboration of the Filipino people with 
the American, Chinese and Spanish 
peoples, and with the free and demo- 
cratic peoples of the great Soviet 
Union, for democracy, liberty and 
peace! 


EARL BROWDER, 
General Secretary, C.P.U.S.A. 


October 25, 1938 








PARTY BUILDING IN THE 


NORTHWEST 


BY LOUIS SASS 


Organizational Secretary, Communist Party, Northwest District 


N THE report of Comrade Stachel 
i the enlarged meeting of the 
Political Committee of our Party,* we 
find great emphasis placed on the 
problem of organization, on Party 
building. From the report it is evi- 
dent that in many of our districts 
Party building is not the necessary 
accompaniment of mass work. In fact, 
it appears that in many places where 
our Party is engaged in mass work 
of great importance, where we are a 
leading factor in building the demo- 
cratic front, where many of our mem- 
bers are recognized leaders of mass 
trade unions, Party building pro- 
gresses at a comparatively slower pace 
than in the same places prior to the 
Party’s increased mass activity. 

This almost unbelievable phenom- 
enon reminds me of a conversation I 
once held with an outstanding leader 
in the movement for political realign- 
ment in the United States, who told 
me: “Why don’t you Communists 
give up your label and your Party, 
and work as individuals in this grow- 
ing movement of progress? Don’t you 
know that your label is a handicap? 
Don’t you know that you could do 


*Held in New York City on September 
24-25, 1938.—The Editors. 


much better work without it?” This 
leader, who very often resorts to sub- 
tle Red-baiting, wanted to escape the 
Red-baiting attacks of reactionaries 
upon himself by getting rid of the 
Communist label and the Communist 
Party. 

Comrade Browder in his San Fran- 
cisco and Seattle speeches** declared: 
“We cannot compromise with Red- 
baiting; give the Red-baiters a finger 
and they will take your whole soul.” 
He sounded an important reason for 
the great discrepancy between the 
growth of our Party in numbers and 
the growth in its influence. There is 
not much talk nowadays about the 
“Red scare among the Reds,” he re- 
marked, but that does not mean that 
we have done away with it. Daily, 
when the problem of recruting is 
brought to the attention of one of the 
mass leaders, the answer is in almost 
all instances the same: “In my position 
one has to be very careful not to be 
branded a Red.” It is not necessary 
to polemize here against this idea; for 
the answer is too obvious. The ques- 
tion must, however, be posed; for it 
is necessary to trace this discrepancy 


** August 25 and Sept. 2-4, respectively.— 
The Editors. 
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between Party growth and Party pres- 
tige, not in the behavior of certain 
mass organizations and trade union 
leaders, but in something much more 
fundamental which is responsible for 
the behavior of these mass leaders. 
Deeper examination will show that it 
is the lack of a consistent fighting pol- 
icy on the part of district leaders for 
the line of our Party in regard to 
Party building. 

Does the line of our Party consist 
only of our strategy, our set of tactics, 
in a given period? Or does it also 
embrace responsibility for intensify- 
ing the growth and consolidation of 
our organization, as a result of the 
application of the correct tactics, as a 
result of a sound political analysis in 
regard to local and national prob- 
lems? No one can say that we have 
correctly applied the line of the Party 
to a given situation without showing 
the results of this correct application 
in Party growth. 

It is in this light that the report of 
Comrade Stachel has to be interpreted 
and applied by the district organiza- 
tions the country over. In his report, 
Comrade Stachel has given the North- 
west District considerable prominence 
for its work in applying the policies 
of the Party, not only to building the 
democratic front and strengthening 
unity in the trade union movement, 
but, most particularly, to making the 
Party grow simultaneously with the 
movement for unity. Far from being 
complacent at the favorable com- 
ments of Comrade Stachel, we feel 
that we owe it to the Party to live up 
to the opinion of our National Com- 
mittee by speedily correcting our 
weaknesses that make our growth as 
well as the growth of many other dis- 
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tricts far slower than the Party's 
developing influence in the mass 
movement. With this in mind we pro- 
ceed to discuss our organizational 
weaknesses. 


THE PARTY IN MASS WORK 


Following the city campaigns in 
March, 1938, in the state of Washing- 
ton, the Party has grown with com- 
paratively great speed in places where 
our members actively participated 
with the progressive forces in those 
campaigns. In April, Kings County 
recruited 172 members, a substantial 
recruiting figure. This recruiting was 
the result of the fact that our com- 
rades in the neighborhood branches, 
with heretofore narrow contacts, 
broadened their circle of friends in 
the course of the campaign. Every 
active Party member visited from 25, 
to 150 homes in his neighborhood. 
Comrades in unions were busy, to- 
gether with their fellow workers, in 
canvassing work. 

Teams of unionists were organized. 
Union brothers who had no more 
than organizational relationship at 
union meetings developed personal 
relationships through driving around 
the city, taking material from one 
election headquarters to the other, 
ringing door-bells together. Certainly, 
with such contacts it was possible to 
recruit. However, recruiting started 
after the city campaign, not during 
the most intense periods. It started 
then because its importance was clear- 
ly breught to the attention of the 
membership, because the Party be- 
came convinced that Party building 
is an integral part of carrying out the 
line of the Party. 

But is it not a fact that in the midst 
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of a campaign the workers are more 
intensely interested than after the 
campaign? Is it not a fact that people 
are politically much more responsive 
during the campaign than after it? 
We marvel at the inconsistency of the 
development of Party building. It de- 
velops after the high tension of the 
political campaign subsides, when 
many of the most active workers in 
an election campaign decide to rest to 
overcome the fatigue resulting from 
intensive electioneering. We have two 
approaches to this question: 

One is that while we have made 
many contacts in the course of the 
campaign, we are so busy visiting vot- 
ers, speaking at or attending mass 
meetings, and working in various or- 
ganizations and clubs, that we are not 
able in such a period simultaneously 
to counter the Red-baiting, build a 
successful campaign, attend branch 
meetings, give attention to dues col- 
lection, and recruit new members. 

This approach has within it the 
elements of the “Red-scare among the 
Reds.” It has within it opportunism 
in practice, a convenient, easiest way 
out of not applying the line of the 
Party from political analysis to or- 
ganizational consolidation. 

The other approach, that of select- 
ing those co-workers in a_ political 
campaign in whom we have full confi- 
dence as a result of our close work 
with them, and inviting them to join 
our organization right in the heat and 
tension of a political campaign, is not 
only the correct application of the 
line of the Party, but, in the long run, 
the easier, faster and healthier way of 
recruiting and consolidating our 
Party organization. 

Recently I had a very interesting 
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conversation with a leader in a mass 
organization. The organization has 
over 30,000 members in the state of 
Washington and enjoys immense po- 
litical prestige. The Communists in 
it constitute a very small group. This 
organization has been active in the 
campaign; it has several legislative 
measures at stake at the next legis- 
lature in Olympia. Since the primary 
campaign the number of members 
recruited from this organization could 
be counted on the fingers of one hand. 
When a leading comrade in the or- 
ganization was asked why recruiting 
was so poor, the answer was, “Well, 
I have given a lot of consideration to 
the problem of recruiting, but I don’t 
know whether a man in my position 
should stick his neck out and ask peo- 
ple to join the Party.” 

Certainly, we don’t want our com- 
rades to become careless to recruit in- 
discriminately, but we do expect them 
to approach those in whom they have 
complete confidence and trust. We 
asked the comrade referred to: “Have 
you such people in your organization? 
Do you come in contact with them?” 
The answer was, “Oh, with dozens 
and dozens of them. People I trust, 
people who, I am sure, even if they 
would refuse to join, would respect 
my political affiliation and probably 
admire me for it.” 

Yet this comrade has been an ofh- 
cial of the state organization for 
nearly a year, and has failed to recruit 
a single member for fear that he may 
“stick his neck out”! This is not a 
singular example. This happens to 
be a pretty general situation. By in- 
tensifying our fight for consistency 
in following the line of the Party, 
for Party building, we will overcome 





























these tendencies and thereby accele- 
rate the tempo of our growth. 


IMPROVING THE PARTY BUILDING 
IN THE BRANCHES 


It is often said by functionaries of 
the Party: “The district or the county 
organizations never tire of ‘ringing 
the fire alarm,’ for dues collections, 
for recruiting. We have to find some 
other way of assuring 100 per cent 
regular dues payment. There must 
be some other method of increasing 
the tempo of our recruiting than this 
fire brigade system.” 

Certainly, “ringing the fire bells” 
month in and month out to bring up 
dues payments, to intensify recruit- 
ing, is bad business. There is only one 
thing that is worse—looking for magic 
short-cuts to the solution of Party 
growth and consolidation. To the 
comrades who say that “you can’t visit 
members all the time,” we say: “How 
can we apply any basic remedy with- 
out applying it to the patient, without 
visiting the delinquent member, the 
comrade who is uninterested for one 
reason or another in branch meetings, 
or without finding any other contact 
with him? The solution cannot be a 
‘mystery.’ It must be a practical and 
sensible approach to every individual 
member of the Party.” 

Recently a class in organization 
supplied 57 reasons as answers to the 
question of “Why poor dues pay- 
ments, poor attendance, poor recruit- 
ing?” It is evident that the 57 reasons 
can be eliminated, not by 57 remedies, 
but by finding the main cause that 
will proceed to solve the 57 varieties 
of weaknesses of a branch. That is 
the development of leadership in the 
branch. 
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The problem should not be whether 
or not we shall visit members to col- 
lect dues. The problem must be how 
we are to visit them; how we are to 
approach them; how we are to dis- 
cuss their problems with them; how 
we are to make them regularly attend- 
ing members who recruit, pay dues, 
and participate in the further con- 
solidation of our Party. 

Every district has good experiences 
and bad ones; good branches and bad 
ones. But in the main, the funda- 
mental problem that Comrade Stachel 
discussed in his report is the same all 
over. The situation improves only to 
the extent that Party recruiting and 
dues payments—that is, Party consoli- 
dation—become a part of carrying out 
the Party’s political objectives. The 
district, section, and branch leader- 
ships must always be conscious of the 
importance of Party building. It is a 
well known fact that while the higher 
committees constantly engage in 
thorough discussions of the big po- 
litical events, the branches are not so 
engaged. As a matter of fact, the 
branches discuss these questions in- 
frequently—and then very sketchily. 
They do discuss dues and recruiting, 
but here again, without really tack- 
ling the problems. If our higher com- 
mittees gave increased attention to 
Party building, our lower organiza- 
tions would increase and improve 
their political discussions. 

In Kings County, the largest sec- 
tion of our organization in the North- 
west District, with 1,800 members on 
its rolls, the Party has been of late 
falling down on recruiting and dues 
payments. After five consecutive 
weeks of feeble recruiting in the 
midst of an election campaign, we 
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called together the branch leaders, 
and, although it is not our custom to 
supersede the county leadership at 
any time, we decided, because of this 
alarming situation, that Comrade 
Raport* address the branch organiza- 
tions on the need for speedily improv- 
ing this phase of our work. In his talk 
to the sixty-odd branches, Comrade 
Raport brought home to our leading 
comrades the realization that they 
cannot regard their branches as units 
in themselves, but as part of a district- 
wide and nationwide fighting political 
Party. He pointed out that a branch 
membership of 25 often underesti- 
mates the seriousness of the problem 
when payment is made for only 20 
dues stamps, because it fails to see 
what this means—that this becomes a 
deficiency—not of five, but of 60 
times five, or 300, viewed only as 
the county organization; and, for the 
approximately goo branches of the dis- 
trict—a deficiency of 1,500. When we 
deal with a district membership of 
4,500 and a dues payment of 3,000, 
then it becomes a major problem. But 
it becomes even a graver problem 
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when such shortages in dues payment 
are seen on a national scale. Comrade 
Raport showed how little neglects 
result in tremendous discrepancies 
and great losses. He pointed out, 
likewise, that if we permit looseness 
in dues payments we tend to permit 
them ia recruiting and in holding our 
new members. 

This approach made a considerable 
impression upon those present, as can 
already be seen from the results. Up 
to the time of the meeting, October 
18, dues payments in King County 
for the current month amounted to 
450. The remainder of the month 
brought it to nearly 1,400. The same 
can be said as regards recruiting. At 
the time of the meeting the figure 
for the month was only 18; by the 
end of the month it was increased 
to 50. 

To us in the Northwest District. 
Comrade Stachel’s report is of the 
greatest help in our efforts to over- 
come our big political weakness. In 
the light of that report and of the 
recent visit of Comrades Browder and 
Stachel, we are intensifying our ef- 
forts to make Party building part oi 
our carrying out of the Party's policy. 
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ANENT THE AMERICAN MEDICAL 





ASSOCIATION 


BY WILLIAM Z. FOSTER 


HE editors of The Communist 

have received the following letter 
from a professional branch in the 
Middle West: 


“Dear Comrades: 


“The article in the September issue of The 
Communist, entitled ‘The Communist Party 
and the Professionals,’ by Comrade William 
Z. Foster, has been received by our pro- 
fessional branch as very timely, instructive 
and thought-provoking. Its discussion cleared 
up many misconceptions, and helped re- 
orientate many of our comrades in a very 
clear and perhaps forceful manner, out of a 
partially sectarian, petty-bourgeois and non- 
Leninist dislocation. 

“The lessons gained from it are invalu- 
able. In the course of the discussion, how- 
ever, one particular statement came up for 
considerable comment. Most of our medical 
comrades took exception to the statement 
that the American Medical Association ‘is re- 
actionary not only politically but also med- 
ically.” The criticism was tactlessly made 
that “That’s the trouble when a layman 
designs to discuss the problems in a profes- 
sional sphere of which he knows nothing.’ 

“This sectarian statement was then crit- 
icized on two points, namely: (1) that with- 
out question Comrade Foster had the expert 
advice of medical comrades perhaps better 
orientated than many of us, and (2) it is 
wrong and sectarian for medical men to 
take the attitude that a layman cannot rightly 
criticize the profession, for, it was aphoristic- 
ally stated, ‘A man can tell a good egg from 
a bad one without being able to lay one.’ 

“The function of the A.M.A., it was 
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argued, is not as an organization to provide 
the initiative in medical progress, but as a 
regulatory mechanism to restrain the initia- 
tive of harmfully advocated policies. In do- 
ing this, not being infallible, it often errs 
by restraining good procedures and passing 
poor ones. In this way it does at times act 
in a reactionary manner. But this does not 
justify it being stamped ‘reactionary med- 
ically.’ 

“But, we showed further, if the A.M.A. 
has neglected to take the initiative in medical 
progress and research (except for a very 
limited number of research grants) it is be- 
cause of this neglect acting ‘reactionary 
medically.’ 

“We continued further to analyze what 
was meant by ‘reactionary medically.’ It was 
shown that organized medicine has on nu- 
merous occasions in the past acted as a bur- 
den on the advance of medical progress, 
classic examples of which are Pasteur, Lister, 
Semmelweis, etc. 

“Then, further, since we readily admit 
organized medicine’s leadership’s reactionary 
political role, it should be readily seen that 
as a result of this role a retarding effect is 
exerted on the progress of medical science. 

“Then also, as a result of its economic tie- 
up with commercial pharmaceutical interests, 
it is inevitable that some of the medicaments 
are prematurely or even wrongly admitted 
into the armamentarium of medical ther- 
apeusis, only to be rejected by clinical trial 
of a more thorough type, e.g., di-nitrophenol 
experiences, and particularly the overwhelm- 
ing commercial exploitation of certain scien- 
tifically useful products such as the vitamins, 
the hormones, and other ‘panaceaic’ remedies. 
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“All these effects being interrelated and 
interdependent thus to a certain extent jus- 
tify the accusation that the A.M.A. is reac- 
tionary medically as well. All these result 
from two grave misconceptions of organized 
medicine: 

“1, Emphasis of the commercial value of 
medical practice over its social value. 

“g. An often pseudo-scientific evaluation 
of medical progress as opposed to a con- 
sciously applied dialectical approach. 

“It was finally concluded that in effect 
Comrade Foster’s statement was correct, but 
that perhaps it should have been less bluntly 
and more correctly, or possibly more euphe- 
mistically, stated if it read, ‘reactionary not 
only politically, but often in effect 
medically.’ 

“We pass on the result of this discussion 
and the criticism for whatever value it may 
have. Should the responsible comrades see 
fit to comment on this, we feel sure that such 
comment will receive due consideration and 
appreciation. 


also 


“Comradely yours, 
“Medical director of professional branch.” 


COMRADE FOSTER’'S REPLY 


In replying to the above letter | 
should like, before going into the 
main question of whether or not the 
A.M.A. is “reactionary medically,” to 
say a word about the contention of 
“most of our medical comrades” in 
the branch discussion to the effect that 
a “layman” like myself is not qualified 
to make a characterization of the med- 
ical policy of the A.M.A. 

Such a point of view cannot be ac- 
cepted by Marxists. It is a remnant 
of the guildism characteristic of bour- 
geois professionals: the tendency to 
conceive of their professions as a sort 
of mystery quite beyond the under- 
standing of all outsiders. It is in this 
narrow craft and caste spirit that we 
find engineers arguing that only 
trained engineers can know the real 
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course of industry; artists contending 
that only artists are really qualified 
to explain art, etc. Such people try 
to make intellectual monopolies of 
their occupations, to build Chinese 
walls of incomprehensibility around 
them. 

But Marxists do not recognize such 
unscalable technical barriers. One 
need not be an expert in the details 
of a profession in order to understand 
its general tendency, although, of 
course, the more detailed knowledge 
one has the better. If this were not 
true, then it would have been impos- 
sible for Marxian theoreticians, espe- 
cially Engels and Lenin, to make their 
profound scientific analysis of the 
wide field of science, art and letters. 

So far as my passing such a general 
opinion on the A.M.A. is concerned, 
it did not require much Marxian skill 
or detailed medical knowledge. That 
the A.M.A. is reactionary medically 
is so obvious that any reasonably in- 
formed person should be able to per- 
ceive it without serious difficulty. 

Now let us view some of the out- 
standing facts that stamp the A.M.A. 
as “reactionary medically.” But first 
a definition is necessary: when I speak 
of the A.M.A. in this sense I refer to 
the Fishbein clique of reactionaries 
who control it and dictate its policies. 
Doubtless the bulk of the medical pro- 
fession is progressively inclined, both 
politically and medically, and one 
would have to be blind not to see the 
tremendous technical progress made 
by American medicine in recent years. 

To begin with, we are agreed that 
the A.M.A. is reactionary politically. 
It is dominated by the big pharmaceu- 
tical companies and well-to-do physi- 
cians, and it is tied up with a whole 



























series of other reactionary economic 
and political influences and interests. 
Hence, especially in social legislation, 
most of which has a direct bearing 
upon the people’s health, the A.M.A. 
is usually found either openly or 
covertly on the side of reaction. This 
is being dramatically illustrated by 
its present fight against the Roose- 
velt administration’s progressive 
health program. 

The reactionary political policy of 
the A.M.A. unavoidably has a retard- 
ing effect upon the technique of med- 
ical practice itself; for, as you cor- 
rectly state, scientific technique and 
politics are directly related to each 
other. To see this basic fact demon- 
strated graphically in its extremes, all 
we have to do is to glance at the Soviet 
Union and at Nazi Germany. In the 
former instance, science (including 
medicine), under a developing social- 
ist system, is flourishing and expand- 
ing; while in the latter case, under a 
decaying, fascized capitalist system, it 
is stagnating and withering. Because 
of this interdependence of politics and 
technique, it should be clear that the 
wide extension of medical services 
which the government health program 
involves, would surely bring about 
many improvements in medical knowl- 
edge and technique. It should also 
be clear that the A.M.A., in fighting 
against this program, is acting in a 
reactionary manner, “not only politic- 
ally, but also medically”—not only “in 
effect,” but actually! 

This is only one instance of the re- 
actionary technical influence of the 
A.M.A. It has in many other ways di- 
rectly stifled or checked medical tech- 
niques that did not profit the financial 
interests controlling the A.M.A. One 
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glaring example of this is the long- 
continued hindering of the develop- 
ment of physio-therapy in American 
medical practice. 

But the reactionary character medic- 
ally of the A.M.A. is seen fundamen- 
tally in its basic approach to the 
health question. Influenced by capi- 
talistic considerations, its leadership 
cultivates the medical profession 
primarily upon the basis of profit, not 
of health service to the people. This 
profit motive leads the A.M.A. into a 
whole maze of reactionary practices, 
both political and technical, which 
are inimical to the people’s health. 

A real people’s health program 
must have as its starting point the 
organized development of a strong 
and healthy people. This requires 
good economic conditions, supported 
by a sound education of the people in 
the ways of proper living, including 
physical culture, nutrition, mental 
hygiene, etc. And, needless to add, 
all these measures of sickness preven- 
tion must be backed up by the most 
scientifically organized and thorough- 
going curative system. 

The policy of the A.M.A. has 
little in common with the develop- 
ment of such a basic health program. 
On the contrary, its influence is large- 
ly turned against it. While, as you 
say, the A.M.A. is ostensibly only a 
means “to restrain the initiative of 
harmfully advocated policies,” in 
reality it has long been a sort of gen- 
eral dictator in matters of health. 
Its word has become almost decisive 
in the shaping of health legislation, 
in the education and practice of physi- 
cians, in the establishment of medical 
technique, in the health education of 
the masses, etc. This powerful influ- 
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ence it has long used either to play 
down or to oppose outright many of 
the elementary measures necessary for 
the systematic building of the people’s 
vigor and their education in the ways 
of health. Except in the case of the 
prevention of contagious diseases, its 
conceptions of a health program 
hardly go beyond the curing of people 
after they have become sick. The 
idea of actually building the people’s 
health is quite foreign, and often 
repugnant, to it. The A.M.A. keeps 
always in mind primarily the narrow 
interests of its own profession and of 
the financial interests behind it. That 
all this hold-back effect may be 
summed up correctly under the term 
“reactionary medically,” is obvious. 

Fortunately, however, with the cur- 
rent rise of the people’s health move- 
ment, the arbitrary power of the re- 
actionary A.M.A. moguls is being 
severely shaken. The people them- 
selves are taking a hand in the matter. 
They are making a political issue of 
the health question, and, naturally 
enough, in order even to begin to 
move seriously towards a real health 
program they have come into col- 
lision with the A.M.A. heads. At 
present this people’s opposition to the 
A.M.A. appears to be only political; 
but eventually it will also take on the 
character of opposition to the 
A.M,A.’s conceptions of health work 
and medical technique. 

As Communists we cannot allow 
ourselves to be tied to such a narrow 
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and reactionary conception of med- 
icine as that of the A.M.A. We are 
interested not only in developing 
health work in the sense of improv. 
ing and extending “the art of heal- 
ing,” but above all in the prevention 
of sickness by literally building up 
the people’s health. A_ people's 
health program is quite a different 
thing from the medical guild-like pol- 
icy of the A.M.A. Hence, we must 
be the champions, especially our 
physician-comrades, in fighting for all 
the political, economic, educational 
and technical measures necessary to 
advance a true people’s health pro- 
gram. And in the measure that we 
do this we are bound to find ourselves 
more or less in opposition to A.M.A. 
policy on various fronts, not only po- 
litical and social, but also medical. 

We do not have to wait until after 
the revolution in order to begin sup- 
porting these broader principles of a 
people’s health program. Their real- 
ization here and now, so far as pos- 
sible, is a major task of the demo- 
cratic front, and we should try to 
educate the movement to that effect. 
When we grasp more clearly the 
nature of such a broad people’s health 
program and begin to work seriously 
for its realization, then, as we encoun- 
ter the A.M.A.’s hostile attitude, we 
will have no difficulty in understand- 
ing that the A.M.A. (under its pres- 
ent leadership and policies) “is reac- 
tionary not only politically but also 
medically.” 
































THE FRANCO-SOVIET PACT 
AND THE “MEN OF MUNICH” 


BY GABRIEL PERI * 


L’Humanité, daily organ of the Com- 
munist Party of France; Paris, 
November 5, 1938 


HY pip President Edouard Her- 
Wire speak out with such vehe- 
mence at the Radical-Socialist Party 
Congress at Marseilles against even- 
tual resurrection of the policy of the 
barbed-wire cordon [around the Soviet 
Union—Trans.]? Why did he subject 
Daladier and Bonnet to a veritable 
interpellation? Why did he warn his 
party against relaxation of Franco- 
Soviet relations? 

Why? Because the dangers pointed 
out by the President of the Chamber 
of Deputies are very real. There is no 
use hiding them. Edouard Herriot 
does a great service to peace by re- 
vealing their gravity. Since September 
30, the Franco-Soviet pact is threat- 
ened. The German press daily advises 
us that its denunciation, or at the 
very least its quiet suspension, is com- 
manded by the logic of Munich. 
France as yet has not publicly replied 
to these instructions, and this silence 
is interpreted in Berlin as acquies- 
cence. 

The question then is clearly posed: 
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What is the state of Franco-Soviet re- 
lations after Munich? 

The attitude, fully in accordance 
with international law and the inter- 
ests of peace, assumed by the U.S.S.R. 
during the crisis of last September, 
will be recalled. Litvinov, at Geneva, 
gave their just due to the falsehoods 
circulated by the press of Georges 
Bonnet and Mr. Chamberlain. 

Perhaps too little has been said of 
the noteworthy statement of the 
former Czechoslovakian Minister, M. 
Vavrecka, regarding the conditions in 
which the accord of September 18 was 
imposed upon Czechoslovakia. M. 
Vavrecka explains that the U.S.S.R. 
constantly remained prepared to ful- 
fil all its obligations—its obligations as 
a treaty signatory, if, in conformity 
with the treaty itself, France helped 
Czechoslovakia—its obligations as a 
signatory of the Covenant of the 
League of Nations, if the mutual as- 
sistance pact were not to function be- 
cause France sidestepped her duty. 

M. Vavrecka declared, and another 
Czech Minister, quite a reactionary 
figure, M. Beran, confirmed, that 
Czechoslovakia had been directly 
threatened with the hostility of France 
and Great Britain if, in these condi- 
tions, she accepted Soviet asistance. 

The Munich conference then was 
prepared and called, with the Soviet 
government excluded. Since Septem- 
ber go, the Nazi and fascist news- 
papers, those published in Berlin and 
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Rome and those published in Paris, 
insistently repeat: Munich sounded 
the knell of the Franco-Soviet pact! . .. 
And what does the responsible 
French government reply? It does not 
reply, or when it does reply, it mouths 
an anti-Communist harangue. Well, 
in the political history of France, a 
very exact coincidence exists between 
the offensive of the forces of reaction 
and anti-Soviet intrigues. André 
Wurmser comments quite correctly in 
the latest number of Russia Today: 


“The struggle against the Soviet Union, the 
recognition of Wrangel, the support of the 
Whites, the Black Sea intervention—this is 
the dictatorial power of Clemenceau, the Na- 
tional Bloc of Millerand. The recognition of 
the Soviet Union—this is the Herriot govern- 
ment. The rupture of trade negotiations cor- 
responds to Poincare’s return to power. The 
renewal of friendship follows the return of 
the democrats to the government. The non- 
aggression pact is signed by Edouard Herriot. 
... And when the French government, spurn- 
ing signed obligations, set aside the Czecho- 
Soviet pact, a complement of the Franco- 
Soviet pact, without consulting either of its 
two allies, Daladier obtained in the Chamber 
of Deputies a vote of confidence from Jean 
Chiappe [notorious fascist ex-police chief of 
Paris.—Trans.] for the full powers which a 
large section of the majority that had brought 
him to power refused to him. 

“Thus the cause of Franco-Soviet friend- 
ship in France has followed, not the rising or 
falling curve of any party, but the varying 
strength of the forces of freedom and 
democracy.” 


Reread the speech made in the 
House of Commons by Lord Strabolgi, 
published in an excellent work, Those 
Who Dare to Reply to Hitler. ... 

Lord Strabolgi, who I suppose will 
not be treated as a “hireling of Mos- 
cow,” declares: 


“But if there is a man who has succeeded 
in tearing defeat from the jaws of victory, it 
is indeed our Prime Minister during his visit 
to Berchtesgaden. 


“We have been told: ‘What would you 
have done if you were in his place at 
Berchtesgaden?’ I reply unhesitatingly: Here 
is what I would have done (I speak in 
images, of course): I would have told Hitler: 
‘I cannot continue this discussion. I have 
another appointment in Moscow.’ I would 
have climbed back into my airplane and I 
would have flown to see Mr. Stalin. It does 
not matter what I would have said to Mr. 
Stalin. But it would have made the Germans 
reflect.” (Retranslated from the French.— 
Trans.) 


Yes, the collaboration of France and 
Great Britain with the U.S.S.R. would 
have saved Czechoslovakia and forced 
war to retreat. 

After the sacrifice of Czechoslo- 
vakia, after the loosening of Franco- 
British ties, the preservation and 
strengthening of the Franco-Soviet 
pact is a fundamental element of 
France’s existence. It is, with Spain, 
the supreme barrier. Let it be over- 
thrown, and there will be nothing 
more and the hour for settling 
the accounts announced in Mein 
Kampf will have come. 

The answer will be given: the pact 
is ineffective since the disappearance 
of Czechoslovakia! A lying argument 
to which the Nazi Press itself has given 
the reply. For, after all, if the pact 
had become ineffective after Munich, 
why would Hitler demand its denun- 
ciation with so much greater insis- 
tence after September 30? 

The 1935 treaty, had it been con. 
solidated by France, would unques- 
tionably have spared Europe the dis- 
aster of this autumn. This treaty must 
be saved, it must be strengthened, it 
must be completely fulfilled. The 
French government which would re- 
fuse to do this would commit a second 
act of treason; it would accept being 
“Munich to the second power.” 
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FURTHER LIGHT ON EARLY 
NEGRO SOLIDARITY 


O THE Editors of The Communist: 
Since writing my article, “Primi- 
tive Negro Solidarity, New Light from 
Brazil,” published in the November 
issue of The Communist, I have come 
upon some additional and corrobora- 
tive material which may be of interest, 
and which I herewith submit. 

With regard to the Negro’s resis- 
tance to slavery and oppression, 
Henry Bamford Parkes, in his recently 
published History of Mexico, has the 
following footnote (p. 95): 


“Negroes had more physical strength—and 
also more aggressiveness than Indians, and a 
number of them—twenty thousand by the 
middle of the sixteenth century—had been 
imported for work in the sugar plantations 
of Cuernavaca and in the tierra caliente of 
Vera Cruz. In spite of their relatively small 
numbers, the Spaniards were more afraid of 
Negro rebellions than of risings among the 
Indians. Mendoza hanged a number of them. 

“Early in the next century it was rumored 
that on a certain evening there would be a 
Negro rebellion in the City of Mexico. After 
nightfall the Spaniards, waiting anxiously in 
their homes, were terrified by a noise of 
trampling feet. The noise proved afterwards 
to have been caused by a herd of runaway 
pigs. The Spaniards, nevertheless, exacted 
vengeance for their fright by executing 
thirty-two of the Negroes. By intermarriage 
with the Indians the Negroes eventually dis- 
appeared as a separate race. The areas where 
the Negroes were most numerous—Morelos 
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and Vera Cruz—have in modern times been 
the areas where peasant movements have 
been most aggressive. This has sometimes 
been attributed to the influences of Negro 
blood.” 


In his book, Casa Grande e Senzala 
(Manor House and Slave Hut), Gil- 
berto Freyre, world famous Brazilian 
anthropologist, remarks (footnote, p. 
177): 

“The Negroes, indeed, were by no means 
passive. On the contrary, they offered a more 


effective resistance to white exploitation than 
did the Indians.” 


One Brazilian writer, Oliveira 
Vianna, having put forth the thesis 
that there had never been any such 
thing as a class struggle in Brazil, finds 
himself contradicted by another 
writer, Astrogildo Pereira, who states: 


“An authentic class struggle there was, ex- 
tending over centuries of our history, cul- 
minating in the great and heroic episode 
represented by the formation of the Republic 
of Palmares, and with the epic figures of 
Zumby, our Negro Spartacus, in the fore- 
ground.” (From Sociologia ou apologetica? 
[Sociology or Apologetics?| by Astrogildo 
Pereira.) 


The Republic of Palmares was the 
African state which was set up by fugi- 
tive slaves in Brazil, from 1630 to 
1697, as described in my article. 


With comradely greetings, 
SAMUEL PUTNAM 
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HOW NOT TO STRUGGLE FOR 
LATIN AMERICA 


THE COMING STRUGGLE FOR LATIN 
AMERICA. By Carleton Beals, 4o1 pp. 
J. B. Lippincott Co., Philadelphia, $3.00. 


ARLETON Beats is one of America’s fore- 

most writers on Latin American affairs, 
and one of the most prolific. But after 
reading the latest product of his pen, The 
Coming Struggle for Latin America, one 
regrets that his talents were not devoted to 
greater thoroughness rather than added 
volume. 


The struggle for Latin America is not only 
coming—it is here. The central struggle 
which pervades the present world scene, the 
struggle between democracy and fascism, also 
dominates the Western Hemisphere and its 
Latin sector. This is proved graphically and 
convincingly, in the first chapters of Beals’ 
book and then unceremoniously rejected, 
not so convincingly, in the later ones. 


Beals the intrepid reporter has a natural 
gift for recording events. Beals the po- 
litical interpreter, however, lacks the scien- 
tific world outlook and method of investiga- 
tion. He does not possess, seemingly, the 
faculty for persistent, objective probing for 
the truth underlying the facts he gathers. 
In this he is not alone. He typifies a num- 
ber of American foreign correspondents of 
the post-war period. Shocked by the sordid- 
ness of the bourgeois world, disgusted with 
its callousness and hypocrisy, but lacking the 
clear perspective of historical materialism, 
they become professional sceptics, concealing 
their own superficiality by assuming and as- 
siduously cultivating an air of cynicism. 
Thus, people who even call themselves anti- 
fascists, sometimes become apologists for 
fascism and, in time, even tools of it. 


THE FASCIST THREAT TO LATIN AMERICA 


The first three chapters of Beals’ book 
deal with fascist economic penetration, spy 
plots and political intrigues. In these, the 
best chapters, he shows a keen sense of ob- 
servation coupled with an ability to draw 
pertinent deductions. Summarizing fascist 
activity in the hemisphere, he asks: 


“What does all this add up to? Is the 
struggle for markets, for trade, a sufficient 
explanation? Is it merely the need for raw 
supplies, the need to dispose of war ma- 
terials? 

“Why then the intensive effort not merely 
to add Germans abroad to the Reich’s great 
‘spiritual’ empire, but to convert native gov- 
ernments and peoples to Nazism?” (P. 82.) 


And he answers: 


“Obviously the stakes are much larger 
than mere commercial interests. Today in- 
ternational trade is the handmaiden of future 
war and conquest.” (P. 82.) 

“The whole Teutonic Latin American 
crusade, carried on in such grandiose scale 
and so successfully, apparently has for its 
goal an ambitious achievement of world 
power.” (P. 83.) 


Nor does he ignore the connection between 
fascist aggression in Europe and fascist pene- 
tration and activity in this hemisphere. 


“And thus the battle by Germany and Italy 
to seat the puppet Franco in power in Spain 
has been also a battle to control the whole 
Latin world and its rich resources. It has 
been a battle for the American continent, 
not merely for Spain. Franco is merely the 
cheap tool of a scheme of imperial ag- 
grandizement. That scheme casts its dark 
shadow across the Americans. It lies at our 
doorsteps.” (P. 174.) 


Well stated. But what are we to do about 
it? Here Beals is completely at a loss. Afraid 
to draw the only logical conclusion, namely, 
the need for combatting fascism as he main 
menace, he devotes the rest of his book, 
ironical though it may sound, to undermin- 
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ing his own premise. Startled by his own 
revelation, or rather, perhaps, by the im- 
plications of mass struggles that it implies, 
he discovers before long that the real danger 
is no longer fascism, but—the Roosevelt 
Good-Neighbor Policy! 

To arrive at this profundity is certainly 
a feat of journalistic acrobatics. Let us follow 
the author through a few of his mental 
gyrations. In one place he calls upon the 
Roosevelt administration to end its farcical 
and false neutrality policy. He advises it to 
give unstinted aid to the Spanish republic, 
because this more than anything else “would 
checkmate Hitler and Mussolini in their 
designs on Latin America.” (P. 168.) But a 
moment later he becomes morally indignant 
at the very idea of the United States answer- 
ing fascist propaganda with democratic prop- 
aganda: “Our country should at once get 
out of the propaganda business in foreign 
lands.” (P. 310.) As to the government’s at- 
tempts to counteract fascist trade activities 
in the hemisphere, he asks: “. . . why should 
our State Department work itself up into 
such a lather to protect American business?” 
(P. 314.) On one page he ridicules the pos- 
sibility of American isolation from the rest 
of the world; on another, he advocates Amer- 
ican isolation from even the rest of the 
hemisphere! 


Bitterly sarcastic, he refers to the Good- 
Neighbor Policy as “Hull-abaloo and grandil- 
oquent blah-blah.” He accuses it of serving 
the interests of the tyrants and dictators of 
Latin America: “We [the United States] are 
showing friendship to the governments, not 
to the people of Latin America.” (P. 302.) 
Yet elsewhere, as has been shown, he con- 
demns Roosevelt and Hull for interfering 
in Southern affairs with their “propaganda 
business” of advocating democracy! Is the 
preaching of democracy a sign of friendship 
to the tyrants or the peoples of Latin Amer- 
ica? Beals knows the answer; for he himself 
admits that for the Southern dictators “the 
word ‘democracy’ is synonymous with rat- 
poison, Bolshevism, and atheism” (p. 62.); 
and that “for Latin America, democracy is 
still a revolutionary concept, capable of tum- 
bling down governments.” He adds; “To 
advocate it is propaganda. It is propaganda 
far more revolutionary there, far more an 
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alien doctrine than either totalitarianism or 
communism.” (P. 294.) As you can see, Beals 
is a great man of principle. Come what may, 
he stands as the mighty bulwark opposed to 
all “propaganda,” to all “alien” doctrines— 
even, or shall we say, especially—democracy: 

But it is not our desire to heap ridicule 
on the head of Mr. Beals. It is he himself 
who has done so. We are only trying to 
follow him in his ramblings, in order to 
single out his central theme. To the extent 
that he has one at all, it can be stated as 
follows: 

Growing fascist penetration of the hemi- 
sphere is bad—bad for Latin America, bad 
for the United States. But the influence of 
the United States is also bad—just as bad— 
for the people to the south of us. For them 
fascist influence means dictatorial rule. But 
the influence of the United States, even the 
influence of the Good-Neighbor Policy, also 
means super-exploitation and _ dictatorial 
rule. Hence, according to our author, it 
makes little difference to the peoples of 
these countries whether the influence of the 
Berlin-Rome-Tpkio axis or that of the United 
States is predominant (!). 

Of course, it does not mean that or. 
Beals presents this position in just so many 
words or with this ordered reasoning. But 
the serious student of the subject matter 
under discussion is entitled to look for the 
sum total and draw the full conclusions of 
the author's statements. According to him 
there is “only one struggle of any impor- 
tance” in Latin America, and that is “the 
struggle against militarism, against feudal en- 
slavement, against mass serfdom, against for- 
eign domination.” (P. 380.) 

Certainly, “militarism,” “feudal enslave- 
ment,” and “foreign domination” must be 
swept away. But, these demands remain ab- 
stract, empty phrases, unless they arise from 
an earnest intention to undertake struggle 
for them along the concrete course that the 
specific present-day period of history has 
opened up for us. What is this course, if 
not barring the way of the Berlin-Rome- 
Tokio conspiracy to fascize the world? And 
what is this fascist penetration of the West- 
ern Hemisphere which Mr. Beals in his early 
chapters so well notes, but the attempt to 
make Munich the capital of the Americas? 
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Not to recognize this as the grave imminent 
danger confronting us, not to turn one’s 
analysis into a program of struggle for de- 
feating that danger, is, Mr. Beals, capitula- 
tion to that danger! 

The author sets himself up as the great 
champion of the Latin American masses, as 
the dauntless warrior, the irreconcilable foe 
of imperialism—all imperialism. “Don 
Quixote rides the Pampas,” remarks Beals 
wittily; but little does he realize that the 
rider is none other than himself! 

First, Beals’ thesis ignores what he him- 
self has told us of the character and objec- 
tives of fascist penetration. It indicates a 
gross lack of comprehension of the main 
issue which divides the world today and an 
irresponsible, flippant attitude towards the 
fate of mankind. Only one quotation from 
the book need be cited to show the author's 
narrow horizons. Speaking of the Chaco 
struggle he wanders into a prophetic mood, 
observing: 

“. . . perhaps half a century hence, the 
settlement and control of that area will prove 
far more important in the new balance of 
world affairs than all the fretful struggles 
of a dying a Hitler looked at from 
the perspective of centuries is a drop in the 
bucket compared to the fateful tide of Chaco 
events.” (P. 328.) 

“Dying Europe!” Then why become per- 
turbed over Spain, over Hitler’s rape of Aus- 
tria and Czechoslovakia, or over German and 
Italian penetration in Latin America? If 
Europe is dying, then why stop Hitler from 
taking the corpse? If Europe is dying, then 
why fear European fascist influence in the 
Western Hemisphere? After all, the Chaco 
struggle was of far greater significance (!). 

In this single paragraph Beals virtually 
gives away his whole position. He exposes his 
lack of any genuine internationalism, his 
shallowness, his inability to understand Latin 
America and its relative place in the present 
world panorama. He exposes, particularly, 
his utter inability to size up the menace of 
fascism--this ocean of misery which is for 
him but a “drop in the bucket.” 


THE MEANING OF THE GOGD-NEIGHBOR POLICY 


Secondly, this thesis makes a totally in- 
correct evaluation of the Roosevelt Good- 
Neighbor Policy and its relievancy to the 


struggle against both fascism and imperialism 
in Latin America. 

Prior to the New Deal, the United States 
pursued a distinctly imperialist bad-neighbor 
policy towards the peoples and governments 
south of the Rio Grande. This pre-Roose- 
velt policy was dictated by Wall Street in 
the defense of its ever greater financial com- 
mitments in Latin America. From 1920 to 
1930, American investments in these coun- 
tries increased from approximately two bil- 
lion to close to six billion dollars. The gov- 
ernment of the United States during this 
period assumed the role of both policeman 
and bill-collector for the Chase National 
Bank. Its diplomacy was aimed at safe- 
guarding these investments, at ensuring the 
largest possible returns on them, and at 
“persuading” reluctant governments and peo- 
ples into accepting the further blessings of 
Yankee imperialism. 

Super-profits could be extracted from those 
countries only where the labor movement 
was docile and the standard of living lower 
than low. The marines followed the dollar 
and Wall Street puppet governments fol- 
lowed the marines. By force and violence, 
through coercion and corruption, American 
imperialism robbed these countries of their 
natural wealth, enforced abysmally low living 
and wage standards, and in alliance with the 
most reactionary feudal circles, blocked their 
every effort to emerge from a semi-colonial 
status. 

Yet, this very concentration on the ex- 
ploitation of the human and material re- 
sources led to a narrowing of market pos- 
sibilities. Latin America found it more dif- 
ficult to continue, and absolutely impossible 
to expand its purchases of American prod- 
ucts, whether of capital goods for native in- 
dustry or manufactured commodities for the 
wide masses. This was a contributing factor 
leading to the economic and financial col- 
lapse of 1929. 

With the economic breakdown of that year, 
the export of American capital suddenly 
ceased. Its abruptness was matched only by 
its thoroughness. Together with the great 
drop in world commodity prices which af- 
fected raw material and agricultural prod- 
ucts most adversely, the crisis only led in 
due time to a tremendous weakening of 
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United States trade with Latin America. 
In 1930, U. S. trade with this region, 
although declining rapidly, was still in 
the neighborhood of six to seven hundred 
million dollars. By 1932 this had declined to 
less than one hundred million dollars. 

This catastrophic state of the foreign trade 
of the U.S.A. was the economic lever pressing 
for a change in its hemisphere policy. That 
a change was absolutely necessary, became 
even more evident when the fascist powers 
began to initiate their policy of economic 
penetration and trade rivalry in Latin 
America. 

The Good-Neighbor policy as developed 
by Roosevelt over a period of time aimed 
to serve therefore a two-fold objective: to 
help U.S. economic recovery by stimulating 
trade with Latin America through reciprocal 
trade agreements; and to counteract the 
growing fascist penetration which was a 
rising threat to America’s national interests. 


A NEW DEAL FOR LATIN AMERICA 


But if these were the objectives they 
could not be realized without paralleling the 
New Deal for the United States with a New 
Deal for Latin America. Roosevelt, the bour- 
geois-liberal and democrat, soon realized 
that economic recovery could return, that 
democracy could survive only by increasing 
the purchasing power of the American peo- 
ple. Of course, this was contrary to the pro- 
gram and interests of the reactionary circles 
of finance capital whose spokesmen, because 
of this, adopted a more and more hostile 
and antagonistic attitude towards the Presi- 
dent and the New Deal. The concomitant 
for Latin America of this New Deal policy 
was seen by the most progressive New Deal- 
ers as aiding our Southern neighbors to in- 
crease their own purchasing powers, to ex- 
pand their market possibilities and therefore 
also their trade relations with the United 
States. 

Only such a course, based upon coopera- 
tion with the Latin American countries in 
their desire to develop industrially, to achieve 
full economic and political independence, 
could win their friendship and help defeat 
the trade methods of the fascist powers which 
were based upon a system of barter arrange- 
ment and exchange control.* 
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The failure to regain the Latin American 
market not only threatened the future of 
U.S. foreign trade, but was a threat to the 
very existence and success of the New Deal 
itself, as it made American economic recovery 
more difficult. 


Therefore, the New Deal for Latin Amer- 
ica made necessary as sharp a reversal of 
former U. S. hemisphere policy, just as the 
New Deal was a reversal of the policies of 
Hoover toward the impoverished toiling 
masses of the United States. It meant curb- 
ing the excesses and abuses of imperialism; 
limiting and curtailing all practices which 
hinder the development of greater trade op- 
portunities. It meant ending the policy of 
rule through brute oppression and the be- 
ginning of a policy fostering the ideals of 
democracy. This was necessary, not only in 
order to promote good will, but because, as 
long as oligarchic dictatorships were encour- 
aged in the hemisphere, fascism would find 
fertile breeding ground. All of this, if car- 
ried out logically and consistently meant, 
furthermore, the pursuance of a policy which 
in time would lead to weakening the hold 
of Wall Street finance capital upon Latin 
America, thus delivering a telling blow at 
the very heart of the most reactionary sec- 
tion of American imperialism. 

Thus, the policy of the Good Neighbor, 
if logically and consistently applied, is di- 
rected against the most predatory circles of 
American finance capital. But it coincides at 
the same <ime with the interests of large 
circles of American business, since it increases 
their opportunities for trade and commerce 
with Latin America. That is why this pol- 
icy has received support, to a degree, from 
many sections of American busisess which 
are nevertheless opponents of the New Deal, 
in domestic spheres. This policy also corre- 
sponds to the need of the American people, 
as it increases the possibilities for jobs and 
economic recovery. 


* Recently it has become clear to a number 
of the Latin American countries that this 
barter system was not advantageous to their 
own economies, since it has lowered the 
world price level of their products and made 
them virtually dependent upon the fascist 
States. 
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Roosevelt's renunciation of America’s for- 
mer predatory policies is most clearly formu- 
lated in the Declaration of Principles adopted 
by the Buenos Aires Pan-American Confer- 
ence on December 1, 1936, stating: 


“That the following principles are accepted 
by the international American community: 
(a) Proscription of territorial conquest and 
that, in consequence, no acquisition made 
through violence shall be recognized; (b) In- 
tervention by one state in the internal or ex- 
ternal affairs of another state is condemned; 
(c) Forcible collection of pecuniary debts is 
illegal; and (d) Any difference or dispute 
between the American nations, whatever its 
nature or origin, shall be settled by the 
methods of consideration, or full arbitration, 
or through operation of international jus- 
tice.” 


In practice this has meant the renunciation 
of the Platt Amendment which gave the 
United States the right to interfere in the 
internal affairs of Cuba; the withdrawal of 
American troops from Latin American soil, 
concretely Haiti; and the recognition of the 
full sovereignty of the southern states. 

Despite the attempts of Beals to ridicule 


the Good-Neighbor policy, he himself can- 
not help but give certain grudging recogni- 
tion to its positive achievements in the fol- 
lowing words: 


“If one chalks up the fine works of the 
Roosevelt administration in Latin American 
matters, not against its own shortcomings, 
but against those of half a century or more 
of relations, then Roosevelt stands out as the 
most original and constructive executive in 
that respect that has ever sat in the White 
House. No one can take away the merited 
praise for these worthier achievements.” 
(P. 244.) 

And speaking of America’s attitude to- 


ward the Mexican oil appropriations, he 
adds: 


“This forbearance and _ recognition of 
Mexico's sovereignty shows more restraint and 
decency than could be expected of any other 
great power on earth today [Might he not 
have said—but for the Soviet Union?]. It is a 
particularly noble example in this hour 
of iniernational aggression and brutality.” 
(P. 243.) 

Beals points out that the Good-Neighbor 
policy has not been consistently applied, and 
that it has not gone deep enough. Unde- 
niably, that is true. Within the State Depart- 
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ment itself, there are men such as Welles and 
Caffery who try to obstruct the consistent 
application of this policy. This struggle 
within the State Department is to be seen, 
for example, in respect to Mexico. If Roose- 
velt is desirous of seeing an independent, 
democratic and prosperous Mexico, he must 
agree with and support the policies of the 
Cardenas government which aim to curb 
the super-exploitation practised by the for- 
eign imperialist enterprises, to raise the wages 
of the Mexican workers, to give land to the 
propertyless peons, to make Mexico econom- 
ically and politically independent. Only such 
policies as these can help expand the Mexi- 
can market and create a greater demand for 
foreign goods. That is why, contrary to 
Beals’ unstinted praise of the Mexican pol- 
icy of the U.S. State Department, we, while 
recognizing its positive aspects, criticize it 
for its diplomatic attempt to defend the reac- 
tionary designs of the American oil and land 
owners. 


Instead of insisting upon immediate pay- 
ment for oil and land properties, the gov- 
ernment of the United States should extend 
credit facilities to Mexico, helping it move 
ahead upon its chosen course. Nor would 
this be altruism on our part. The economic 
development of Mexico, and its resultant 
prosperity, would open up an avenue for 
much greater trade and in turn help Ameri- 
can recovery. The Good-Neighbor policy 
must therefore be a consistent policy, even 
though it means curbing the reactionary 
practices of the American oil, mining, util- 
ity, sugar and fruit investment interests. 

The Good-Neighbor policy must likewise 
be extended to include the people of Puerto 
Rico, who to this very day are denied their 
democratic rights under the tyrannical rule 
of Governor Winship. Nor is it enough to 
preach democracy. The United States must 
insist on true democracy as the foundation 
for its economic and political alliances. We 
refer in particular to such countries as 
Brazil, where despite the anti-Nazi state- 
ments of Vargas, Nazism may yet be the 
victor unless the flood-gates of democracy 
are opened. 

Hence, the conclusions to be drawn are 
certainly not those of Mr. Beals. Instead of 
opposing the Good Neighbor policy, we must 
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oppose the failure to apply it consistently. 
We must combat the attempts of certain 
forces in the State Department to nullify 
this progressive policy in the interests of the 
most reactionary circles of finance capital. 
The Good-Neighbor policy has already shown 
positive accomplishments. It has not only 
been a deterrent to further fascist penetra- 
tion, but has also given the countries of 
Latin America an opportunity to move more 
rapidly on to the highway of democracy and 
national emancipation. The logical pursu- 
ance of the Good-Neighbor policy is, there- 
fore, not only to the interests of the people 
of the United States but to those of Latin 
America as well. It is the growing labor and 
progressive movement of the United States, 
in alliance with the labor and democratic 
forces of Latin America, which will create 
the necessary guarantees for the further con- 
sistent and successful application of this 
policy. 

All of this is particularly essential in the 
present post-Munich world. For the “peace” 
established at Munich creates a great danger 
to the peace and welfare of the Western 
Hemisphere. Every strengthening of the fas- 
cist axis strengthens fascist trends in Latin 
America and pro-fascist circles in the United 
States. The Munich Pact bids fair to become 
the beginning for another agreement at the 
expense of Latin America and the national 
interests of the United States. Hitler’s drive 
for colonies will under such conditions be 
directed towards the Western Hemisphere. 
Hitler's accomplices on this continent, 
Hoover, Trotsky and Co., are already prepar- 
ing to leave the door open for further fascist 
advances. It would therefore be the height of 
folly to misunderstand the significance of 
world events for Latin America. If fascism 
is to be kept from America’s shores, the dem- 
ocratic masses of the United States and 
Latin America must unite against further 
Munichs, especially the attempts to impose 
Munich on Spain and China. For if democ- 
racy is defeated in Spain, the barriers to fas- 
cism will thereby be lowered in the Americas. 


AT THE SERVICE OF THE TROTSKY-FASCISTS 


Up to this point, we have refrained from 
reference to one chapter of Beals’ book which 
would indicate that he has an axe to grind. 
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This chapter dealing with Communist ac- 
tivities in Latin America has all the ear- 
marks of a Hearst-Trotsky hybrid. At its 
best, it is vituperation at its worst. Slanders, 
long ago slain by the arrows of truth, are 
here resuscitated, and new ones spawned. 
On this subject the author is not even a good 
journalist; he is simply a bad liar. 

“When the U. S. bought Alaska,” Beals 
states glibly, “we thought that Russia’s im- 
perialist ambitions in the Western Hemi- 
sphere had been forever checked.” But, no. 
It “has made a new bid for power in the 
Americas.” (P. 133.) And so, Mr. Beals 
calmly resurrects the old fascist-Trotskyite 
slander of “Red imperialism.” 


Does it not behoove Beals, the analyst and 
student, to answer: What do you mean, “So- 
viet imperialism”? Does the Soviet Union 
participate in the Latin American trade war 
—can it do so, by the very essence, the so- 
cialist essence, of its economy? Does it pur- 
sue a policy of economic penetration? Has 
it established spheres of predatory influencer 
Has it at any time or place followed a policy 
of territorial conquest? Not even Beals can 
overtly make these accusations. What then, 
makes it “imperialistic”? Mr. Beals has his 
own queer definition of imperialism. He 
makes the extremely vulgar charge that: 
“Every Communist, up to a certain point, 
is thus an agent for the Soviet govern- 
ment. ...” (P. 135.) Since there are scores 
of thousands of Communists in Latin Amer- 
ica, is this not enough to prove (for the 
cynical mind of Mr. Beals) that there is such 
a thing as Soviet “imperialism”? After all, 
people cannot be motivated by beliefs, by 
ideals. They must, according to him, be 
“agents.” How thankful is the very Wall 
Street that Mr. Beals makes such an ado of 
fighting, for his contribution to its arsenal 
of weapons in the anti-Soviet and Red-bait- 
ing barrage! 

The Soviet Union which, alone of all 
great powers, covets no foreign territory, 
which consistently and persistently struggles 
for peace against imperialistic intrigues, 
which has established complete freedom for 
the nationalities within its own borders is 
accused of “power politics” and what is more 
—believe it or not—of betraying loyalist 
Spain (!). (P. 169.) 
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It would take a volume to answer all the 
calumnies, distortions, fabrications and false- 
hoods concocted in the mind of Carleton 
Beals. Therefore, we shall treat only a few 
of these in order to expose the unprincipled 
character of all of them. 

Sick to the stomach at the growing strength 
and influence of the Mexican Communist 
Party, Beals sets out to “prove” that the 
Communists in Mexico have nothing in com- 
mon with the general progressive develop- 
ment of that country. To do so, he marshals 
two “facts.” One, that the newly-estab- 
lished Party of the Mexican Revolution 
(P.R.M.), the Mexican form of the People’s 
Front, “has established the principle that 
no Communist is eligible for membership.” 
(P. 141.) Two, that the Communist Party 
find itself in such ill-repute, that “On April 
18, 1938, the police raided the Mexico City 
headquarters of the Party and reportedly 
found a large collection of arms and dyna- 
mite.” (P. 141.) What are the true facts? 

One, on April 10 of this year a declaration 
of the Communist Party of Mexico defining 
its attitude towards the newly formed P.R.M. 
stated in part as follows: 


“The Communist Party will give its most 
energetic support to the P.R.M., and all the 
Communists will belong to that Party 
through the different social organizations of 
which they are members.” 


And where did this statement appear? In 
no other place than El Nacional, the 
official daily newspaper of the P.R.M:! 

Now as to point two. 


In the first place, 
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there were no arms in the Party headquar- 
ters. And in the second place, there was no 
raid in the first place! And if Mr. Beals 
wants verification for this fact, he can also 
find it in the columns of El Nacional 
of April 19. 

Turning to Peru, he makes another of his 
wild accusations. The Communist leaders in 
this country “are today holding plump bu- 
reaucratic jobs” (p. 145) under the dic- 
tatorship of Benavidas. And yet, as an “ex- 
pert” on Peru, he knows as well as anyone, 
that the outstanding leaders of the Commu- 
nist Party—Terreros and Puertocarrero—are 
at this very moment languishing in Peruvian 
prisons, and others—Rabines, Hurwitz, etc.,— 
are working in exile. 

Coming to Chile, Beals ridicules the Peo- 
ple’s Front of that country and prophetically 
declares that it does not stand a ghost of a 
chance in the coming elections. “The real 
struggle, of course, “says he, “is between 
[Ross] the candidate of the present Executive 
and the former dictator Ibanez.” (P. 154.) 
But, “of course,” the people of Chile proved 
Beals a false prophet. For, on October 25, 
they elected Aguirre Cerda, the candidate of 
the People’s Front, as President of Chile—the 
first victory of its kind in Latin America! 

So much for the author’s objectivity and 
honesty. 

Beals starts out with a formal 
its methods and ob- 
jectives in Latin America. He completes his 
book with an apology for it. 

GIL GREEN. 
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